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Efficient and Probabilistic Adaptive Voxel Mapping for Accurate Online
3D SLAM

Chongjian Yuan'?, Wei Xu!, Xiyuan Liu', Xiaoping Hong?, and Fu Zhang®,

Abstract— This paper proposes an efficient and probabilistic
adaptive voxel mapping method for 3D SLAM. An accurate
uncertainty model of point and plane is proposed for proba-
bilistic plane representation. We analyze the need for coarse-to-
fine voxel mapping and then use a novel voxel map organized
by a Hash table and octrees to build and update the map
efficiently. We apply the voxel map to the iterated Kalman
filter and construct the maximum posterior probability problem
for pose estimation. The experiments on the open KITTI
dataset show the high accuracy and efficiency of our method
in contrast with other state-of-the-art. Outdoor experiments on
unstructured environments with non-repetitive scanning LiDAR
further verify the adaptability of our mapping method to
different environments and LiDAR scanning patterns.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, with the development of 3D LiDAR tech-
nology, especially the emergence of low-cost high-density
solid-state LiDARs [1], LiDAR-based simultaneously local-
ization and mapping (SLAM) are implemented in various
applications such as autonomous vehicles [2], UAVs (Un-
manned Aerial Vehicles) [3], [4] and 3D mobile mapping
devices [5], [6]. Most of the modern 3D LiDARs have
a large detection range, from tens to hundreds of meters.
Although they produce a large number of points, ranging
from thousands to millions, of 3D points measurements per
second, they all require a certain scanning time to finish a
scan. This naturally leads to a sparse to dense point cloud
within a scan over time [1]. For multi-line spinning LiDARs,
some extra movements are even required due to the fixed
scanning location (i.e., elevation angle) of the laser heads.
This coarse-to-fine phenomenon is widespread, especially
when the LiDAR moves to an un-mapped area (e.g., a quick
rotation of a solid-state LiDAR with a small FoV). Moreover,
the real-world environments always contain planes of various
sizes, such as the different sizes of buildings and roads in
urban areas and tree crowns of different sizes in a forest.
Therefore the distribution of LiDAR point cloud is very
irregular, to be specific, somewhere sparse and somewhere
dense, somewhere with large planes, and somewhere with
small planar patches.

Due to the irregularity of the LiDAR point cloud men-
tioned above, the commonly used fix-resolution point-maps
in iterated closest point (ICP) [7] and normal distribution
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transformation (NDT) [8] based LiDAR SLAM will have
difficulty keeping the best performances. The fix-resolution
point map will fail to distinguish small planes if the res-
olution is too large, but if the resolution is too small the
computation load will significantly increase. The existing
surfel-map based SLAM methods often construct the surfel
using the fine-to-coarse methods where valid surfels at the
finest level are first extracted and then merged to fewer
coarser ones. The fine-to-coarse methods may fail to generate
valid finest surfels when the LiDAR point cloud is sparse,
such as in the faraway area in the detection range or at the
beginning stage when the sensor quickly moved to an un-
mapped area.

Another difficulty lies in an efficient and probabilistic
representation of 3D maps. The map in LiDAR SLAM is
represented in a global frame and it is constructed based on
the registered points whose position uncertainty is influenced
by the uncertainty of LiDAR pose estimates. For example,
the LiDAR rotation estimation uncertainty will introduce a
significant uncertainty to faraway points while the influence
on nearby ones is much less. Failing to consider these
uncertainties may introduce spurious matches and over (or
under)-confident constraints during the point registration.

In order to solve the mentioned problems above, we
propose a novel voxel mapping method. The contributions
are listed as below:

1) We propose an adaptive-size and coarse-to-fine voxel
construction method, which is robust to the sparsity
and irregularity of the LiDAR point cloud. The adap-
tive voxel map is organized in an octree-hash data
structure to increase the efficiency of voxel construc-
tion, updates, and inquiries.

2) We propose a true Probabilistic voxel map represen-
tation, accurately considering the point uncertainty
caused by both point measuring and LiDAR pose
estimation, to model the uncertainty of planes in the
map.

3) An implementation of the proposed mapping system in
real-world LiDAR odometry and mapping is described
and compared with state-of-art methods.

II. RELATED WORKS

Point cloud SLAM has drawn increasing research interests
due to recent developments of affordable 3D LiDAR sensors.
Recent works on 3D SLAM can be divided into point-
map based methods, voxel-based methods and surfel-based
methods. ICP is one of the most popular point-map based
methods. G-ICP [9] downsamples the point cloud map to a



fix-resolution and builds a KD-tree. Then in each iteration
of the point cloud registration, several closest points in
the map form a plane or edge where the target point is
registered to. LOAM [10] introduces feature extraction and
separates odometry and mapping to increase efficiency. This
framework has been inherited by many recent works [11],
[12], [13]. FAST-LIO2 [14] further develops an incremental
KD-tree structure to organize the map points, which enables
real-time odometry and mapping at a high rate.

Normal distribution transformation (NDT) [15] is a voxel
based method where the map consists of many fix-resolution
voxels; each voxel is represented by a 3D Gaussian distribu-
tion defined by the center position and covariance of points
inside it. Compared to the ICP method, NDT does not require
nearest neighbor search such that it has improved efficiency,
but it requires the voxel to contain enough points to produce
an effective and good quality constrain for the point cloud
registration. Therefore the NDT’s performances are sensitive
to the resolution and irregularly of the point cloud.

MRSMap [16] proposes an octree encoded surfel map
where the valid surfels can be merged from the finest
resolution to coarser resolution (i.e., coarse-to-fine). Inspired
by [16], Elasticfusion [17] proposed a commonly used surfel-
map representation for RGB-D dense SLAM, where surfel
is represented by a center position, normal vector, color,
weight, radius, and timestamps. Suma [18] and suma++ [19]
propose a LiDAR semantic SLAM framework based on a
similar surfel-map as Elasticfusion. Recent works [20], [21]
are built on similar fine-to-coarse surfel mapping methods
combining the continuous-time trajectory optimization. The
fine-to-coarse mapping method works well in dense RGB-D
cameras but is sensible to the sparsity and irregularity of the
LiDAR point cloud. It also takes much processing time and
requires GPU acceleration to achieve real-time performance.

The sensor poses uncertainty is generally considered in
most SLAM frameworks such as [22], [23], [24]. Map
uncertainty modeling is also important for the consistent and
accurate 3D SLAM, but significantly fewer works consider
it. The point-map based methods such as ICP and the voxel
based methods such as NDT do not consider uncertainty.
It should be noted that the points covariance in NDT is
only used to represent the voxel in the map, not related
to the uncertainty. All the surfel-based methods mentioned
above also do not consider the uncertainty of the map.
To the authors’ knowledge, [25] is the earliest work on a
probabilistic model of surfels in a 3D dense map. However,
it only considers the measurement uncertainty.

Our proposed method is a voxel-based mapping method
for 3d SLAM. Compared to [10], [14], our method does
not require the construction of KD-trees, which improves
efficiency. Compared to [15], our voxel mapping method is
a coarse-to-fine method robust to LiDAR point cloud’s irreg-
ularity and adaptable to different environments. Compared to
[26], [19], our method employs an efficient octree-hash data
structure that enables real-time 3D point tracking without
GPU acceleration. We also introduce probabilistic plane rep-
resentation and consider both measurements uncertainty and
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measurement uncertainty model, including bearing direction and depth
measurement uncertainty; (b) point covariance 2Wpi computed from @

Fig. 2. An example of LiDAR points covariance (green ellipsoid) affected
by the uncertainty of LiDAR measurement and pose

associated sensor pose uncertainty while [25] only considers
the measurement uncertainty.

III. METHODOLOGY
A. Probabilistic Plane Representation

In this section, the uncertainty model of a plane feature
is proposed by considering both uncertainties from the local
point measurements and associated sensor pose. Then un-
certainty of a plane represented by the normal vector and
position is modeled based on the uncertainty of the point.

1) Uncertainty of point Wp; :

According to the analysis of the measurement noises for
LiDAR sensing in [27], the uncertainty of a LiDAR point
in the local LiDAR frame consists of two parts, the ranging
uncertainty and the bearing direction uncertainty (see Fig.
(@)). Let w; € S? be the measured bearing direction,
8w, ~ N(02x1,X,,) be the bearing direction noise in
the tangent plane of w;, d; be the depth measurement and
da, ~ N(0,X4,) be the ranging noise. Then the noise dzy,
of the measured point “p; and its covariance X, is

Oy, = [wi  —di|wi] AN(wy)] {giﬂ NN(O,ELPI.):

A; (1)

A | Za; Oix2| s
ZLpi =A; |:02><1 sz:| Aj .

where N(w;) = [Nl NQ] € R3*2 is an orthonormal basis
of the tangent plane at w;, | | denotes the skew-symmetric
matrix mapping the cross product. Detailed derivation of
equation can be found in [27].

Considering that the LiDAR point “p; will be further
projected to the world frame through the estimated pose
WT = (WR,Wt) € SE(3) which has uncertainty (Xgr, Z¢)
as shown in Fig[l] (b) by the following rigid transformation

"pi=1Rpi+ 1t 2
Therefore, the uncertainty of the LiDAR point V' p; is hence

Swp, = RS, R + ["pi A Sr["pi)] + 2 O)
where Xgr is the uncertainty of the %VR in the tangent
space and X is the uncertainty of the 'V't. A sample point
cloud with covariance is shown in Fig. 2| Considering the
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uncertainty of LIDAR measurement and pose, the covariance
of point cloud at different positions has great difference:
points at closer distances have their noises dominated by the
ranging noise while at further distances dominated by the
bearing noise. The uncertainty analysis of a single LiDAR
point is also the basis of the uncertainty model of a plane
feature.

2) Plane Uncertainty Modelling:

Let a plane feature is made of a group of LiDAR points
Wpi (i = 1,...,N), each has an uncertainty "3, due to
the measurement noise and pose estimation noise as shown
in (3). Denote the points covariance matrix be A:

The Uncertainty model of plane normal.

N
p= %EWPM A= i(WPi -p)("pi — D)7 “
=1
Then, the plane can be represented by its normal vector
n, which is the eigenvector associated with the minimum
eigenvalue of A, and the point q = p, which lies in this
plane. As both A and p are dependent on "Wp,, we can
denote the plane parameters (n,q) as functions of "“p;
shown below:

m,q)" =£("p1,"pa, ..., "pn). (5
Based on the uncertainty analysis in [III-A.1} each LiDAR

point "p; has a noise dwy,, ~ N (0351, Xwy,,). Therefore,

the ground-truth normal vector n9 and ground-truth position
q9t are

T
I:ngt’ qgt] = f(‘/Vpl + 5Wp1 ) Wp2 + 5Wp1’ s WpN + 5WPN)

m.q” + fj o s
, ———— 0wy,
= e

9q

Here, 65?,; =] 8%‘; s W ]T. Assume A has the eigenvector
matrix U, the minimum eigenvalue A3 and the corresponding
eigenvector ug. refer to the [28], we can take the derivative
of the n and q with respect to each point Wp, as below:

F ("pi—a)”
on L3 ) ~ = Y (upn'+nul)) ,m+#£3,
aT:U Fng ,F,Ir)nl‘g: N()\g—/\m)( m m) 7
; p; ’
¢ F3,3 O1x3 ,m=3.
dq 1 1 1
M _ diag(—, —, — 6
ovp; sl o) ©
Then covariance matrix 3, 4 of n and q is:
N, of of T

3nq= —_— B 7
a ; g, 2o, iy, ™
It is seen that n and q are not independent as they are

calculated from the same set of noisy points.
B. Coarse-to-fine and Efficient Voxel Map Construction

In this section, we first explain the motivation for a coarse-
to-fine voxel-based map and then the methodology to build

Fig. 4. The coarse-to-fine phenomenons in spinning LiDAR (top two
figures) and non-repetitive solid-state LiDAR (bottom two figures).

and update the voxel map efficiently.
1) Motivation:

As shown in Fig. 4] LiDAR points are typically sampled
sequentially, hence a frame of the point cloud is always
accumulated from sparse to dense, especially in outdoor
environments where the points are distributed in a larger
space. When the point cloud is relatively sparse, common
surfel-based fine-to-coarse mapping methods can usually
obtain a very small number of planes only, limiting their
applications for high-resolutions LiDARs and relatively low
frame rate (e.g., 10Hz) to accumulate a sufficient number
of points. To address this issue, we propose a coarse-to-fine
voxel mapping method that can build a rough voxel map
when the point cloud is sparse, and refine the map when
more points are received.

2) Voxel Map Construction :

To achieve voxel map construction from coarse-to-fine,
we build an adaptive voxel map organized by a Hash table
and an octree for each Hash entry (see Algorithm [I)). More
specifically, we first cut the space (in the global world
frame) into voxels, each with the size of the coarse map
resolution. Then, for the first LIDAR frame, which defines
the world frame, the contained points are distributed into
voxels. Voxels populated with points are indexed into a Hash
table (Line 1 ~ Line 7). Then, for each populated voxel
(Line 8), if all the contained points lie on a plane (the
minimum eigenvalue of the point covariance matrix is less
than a specified threshold), we will store the plane points
and calculate the plane parameters (n,q) as in (5) and their
uncertainty X o as in (Line 9 ~ Line 15); otherwise,
the current voxel will break into eight octants and repeat
plane checking and voxel cutting in each one until reaching
the maximum number of layers (Line 17~ Line 18). More
detailed processes can be seen in Algorithm |1} As can be
seen, the voxel map has voxels of different sizes, each voxel
contains a plane feature formed by the LiDAR raw points.

3) Map Update:

For online SLAM, new frames of LiDAR point cloud
are continuously coming. A new frame is used to estimate
the state of the frame (Section [[IID), then the estimated
state is used to register the new points into the global map:
when the new points lie in an unpopulated voxel, it will
construct the voxel (see Algorithm [T). Otherwise, when the



Algorithm 1: Coarse-to-fine voxel map construction
: LiDAR point cloud P.;

Maximum voxel size V,,qu;

Maximum Octree layer L,,q.;

Plane judgment threshold o;
Output: Planar set m; (i =1,2,...,n)

Input

1 for each point Wp; in P, do

2 if HashKey("pi, Vinaz) = Success then
3 | Append "p; to the Hash entry.
4 else
5 | Create a new Hash entry and assign "p; to it.
6 end
7 end
8 for each entry in the Hash table do
9 Initialize an octree T, and initialize the root node
with points {"p;} contained in the Hash entry.
10 Set the current layer L. = 1.
1 for each node of the L.-th layer of T, do
12 Obtain its contained points {"p;}.
13 Calculate the minimum eigenvalue A3 of A
as in (@).
14 if A3 < o then
15 Calculate the planar parameter n,q and
its covariance ¥, ¢ as in (5) and
save them into the node (i.e., a voxel).
16 else if current layer L. < L, then
17 Distribute the points {"p;} into the 8
children octants.
18 Repeat step 11 ~ 23 for each children
octant with L, = L. + 1.
19 end
20 else
21 | Return.
22 end
23 end
24 end

new points are added to an existing voxel, the parameters
and the uncertainty of the plane in the voxel should be
updated. This will cause an increased processing time when
registering more new points. To address this issue, we find
that when the measurement noise of the points is within a
certain range, the uncertainty of the plane parameters will
quickly converge. Fig. [5] shows the convergence trend of the
normal vector uncertainty with the number of points. The
position of each point carries a Gaussian noise with a zero
mean and a variance of 0.1m?2. It is seen that the uncertainty
of the normal vector converges when the number of points
reaches 50. After the uncertainty converges, we discard all
historical points and retain the estimated plane parameters
(n,q) and covariance X, 4. Once more new points are
coming, we keep only the latest 10 points and calculate the
new plane normal vector composed of those 10 points. If
the new normal vector and the previously converged normal
vector continue to appear relatively large difference, we can
assume that this area of the map has changed and needs to
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Fig. 5. The convergence trend of the trace of the normal vector covariance

matrix with the increase of the number of points

be reconstructed as Algorithm [I]

Trace of Normal Covariance Matrix

C. Point-to-plane Match

This section will describe how to match points in a
new LiDAR scan with the voxel map, to construct the
constrain for the pose estimation and subsequent point cloud
registration. Based on the accurate uncertainty modeling of
the points and planes, we could easily implement the point-
to-plane scan match.

Given a LiDAR point P, predicted in the world frame
with the pose prior, we first find which root voxel (with
the coarse map resolution) it lies in by its Hash key. Then,
all the contained sub-voxels are polled for a possible match
with the point. Specifically, let a sub-voxel contains a plane
with normal n; and center q;, we calculate the point-to-plane
distance:

di =n] ("p; — ;) ®)
As analyzed above, the normal vector n;, the LIDAR point
Wp,, and the center q; have uncertainties. Consider the
uncertainty of all the variables, we obtain:
di = (" B8n,)T[("DY" + ur,,) — af' — b,

T
nzgt (ngt - q?t) + J“i‘sni + qu‘ 5%‘ + JWpi‘sti

o) W,
which implies
d; ~ N(0,Xyw,),

where,

Yw, = JwiznivqivaiJai’ ©)

Jw, = [anJQNJWPi] = [(Wpl - qi)T7_nzT7nZT]

— Enm%‘, 0
Eni7qi7wpi - |: 0 2Wpi:| :

That is being said, if the point lies on the candidate plane,
its distance d; should be subject to the distribution in (9).
Therefore, we can judge whether the measured distance from
a point to a plane falls within 30, if so, it is selected to be an
effective match. Besides, if a point matches more than one
plane based on the 3o criterion, the plane with the highest
probability will be matched. If no plane passes the 30 test,
the point is discarded to remove the possible false matches
caused by voxel quantization.

(10)

D. State Estimation

We build a LiDAR odometry system based on an iterated
Kalman filter similar to FAST-LIO [3]. Let us assume | that we
are given a state estimation prior X, with covariance Py, (e.g.,
from a constant velocity assumption or IMU propagation,
e.g., [3]). This prior will be fused with the point-to-plane



distance matched in Section to form a maximum
posterior probability (MAP) estimation. Specifically, the i-th
valid point-to-plane match leads to the observation equation

z; = hi(xx) +v; (11)

where z; is the point-to-plane distance residual d; in equation

(8), h;(x)) is the observation function and v; ~ (0,R;) is

the observation noise. By substituting the state x;, (i.e., the

sensor pose T}) into and linearize it around the current

state update X, we obtain:

F("pi —ai)

=@{" Bén,) (T Bor,)(“p! +81p,,) —a!' — 8q;]

T

~ n“;t (TZtLpg;t —qft)+ Jr, 01, +JIn;0n; +Jq;0q; +JLP'i6LPi

N———

—_—
(o] H;6xy v

z; = hz(xk) +v;=n

which implies
R; = Jvizni,Qi,LpiJz:i’ (12)
where

Jy,=[In;, Jq;, Ji

i

=[(Tx"pi —a;)”, —n], n] Ry]

7 0

Finally, combining the state prior with all effective mea-
surements, we can obtain the MAP estimation:

min( | BRel3 +> | Idi—Hi-(Bx0) ) (13)

where the first part is the state prior and the second part is
the measurement observation.

IV. EXPERIMENT
A. Comparison on open KITTI dataset

We evaluate our approach on the odometry datasets of
the KITTI Vision Benchmark [2], where the LiDAR data is
collected by Velodyne HDL-64E S2 at a rate of 10 Hz. All
the experiments are conducted on a desktop computer with
Intel i7-10700 @ 2.9 GHz with 16 GB RAM and Nvidia
GeForce GTX 730 with 2 GB RAM.

Comparison with state-of-the-art. We compare our
method with FAST-LIO2 [14], an ICP-based LiDAR odom-
etry approach. Suma [26], a surfel-based LiDAR SLAM
approach, and Lego-Loam [11]. We run our algorithm on
all sequences with the same parameters. For Suma and
LeGO-Loam, we conducted the experiments using their own
implementation with the default parameters. For Fast-Lio2,
the point clouds in KITTI dataset are undistorted already,
therefore we use a constant velocity model to serve as the
motion prior required by FAST-LIO2 as well as our method
(see (13)).

We use absolute translational error (RMSE) to evaluate the
accuracy of the odometer. All the trajectories are registered
by ICP through the first 20% part, then the RMSE after
registration is calculated and the final result is recorded
in Table  As can be seen, we do better than the other
algorithms except for sequences 03 and 04, especially in
long-term sequences like 00, 02 and 08. To further show
the high accuracy of our method, we plot the trajectories

of all sequences in Fig. [6] It is seen that all of our global
trajectories are very close to the ground truth, which verify
the high accuracy of our method.

Runtime evaluation. We calculate the average process-
ing time and the corresponding standard deviation for all
sequences, summarized in Table E} Suma uses GPU to
accelerate, while other methods only use CPU. Suma takes
more time in our experiment than the original paper [26]
due to the difference in GPU performance. As can be seen,
our method has the lowest processing time, and the next is
FAST-LIO2 [14]. When compared to FAST-LIO2 [14] and
Lego-LOAM [11], we use the voxel map described in[[II-B.2]
to avoid building a KD-tree in real-time [14] or periodically
[11]. Moreover, searching neighbor points on KD-trees has a
time complexity log(n), where n is the number of points in
the dense point cloud map. In contrast, the speed of searching
the adjacent plane in the voxel map is near to O(1), which
ensures efficiency. Fig. [7| shows the detailed processing time
needed to process sequence 00 from the KITTI Odometry
dataset. The average processing time is only 24.2ms and
the maximum processing time is 44.2ms. The major time-
consuming part is the scan matching process as we calculate
and use the covariance information of each LiDAR point.

B. Unstructured Environment Test

In order to show the adaptability of our mapping method
to different environments and LiDAR scanning patterns,
we test it in unstructured environments using a solid-state
LiDAR Livox Avia. Moreover, we use the built-in IMU of
the LiDAR sensor to compensate the motion distortion and
provide motion prior similar to FAST-LIO2 [14].

1) Park Environment: In this experiment, we used a
handheld device to collect the LiDAR and IMU data in a
large park filled with trees. In order to show the drift, the data
collection route starts and ends at the same place. Besides,
to avoid randomness, we collecte the data of three different
trajectories, of which two groups are 400m long around the
periphery of the park, and one group is 800m long around
the periphery and the interior of the park. The mapping
result of the park with the longest trajectory is shown in Fig.
[8(a). The drift of the three groups of data are respectively
0.05m, 0.04m and 0.08m, which indicates that our method
is extremely low drift. The scan rate is set to 10 Hz in this
experiment, and the average processing time of a scan is 10
ms with an average of 1546 effective matching points.

It is noted from the Fig. [§[(a) that the park is filled with a
large number of trees and has few structures (see the aligned
satellite image in Fig. [8[a)) similar to those found in the
urban environment. However, due to our adaptive coarse-to-
fine voxel map, we can make good use of information from
the tree trunks and some other small structural planes. As
we set the coarse map resolution in this scene to 2m and the
deepest layer of the octree to 3, we finally obtained many
planes of three sizes: 2928 planes with the size of 2m, 26069
planes with the size of 1m, and 104352 planes with the size
of 0.5m. An example of a plane map can be seen in Fig.

Bib).
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Fig. 6. Trajectories of sequence 00 to 10. The blue trajectories are our odometry output and the red trajectories are the gournd truth. The black dot
represents the starting point.
Approach 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 mean (ms) | std (ms)
Ours 3.91 59.76 | 20.39 | 7.54 | 1.92 | 2.59 3.08 2.55 5.64 6.72 5.46 26.45 9.87
Suma [26] 5.82 105.49 | 88.37 | 9.26 | 1.55 | 3.12 3.47 2,66 | 1433 | 12.11 7.52 129.36 62.22
FAST-LIO2 [14] | 4.92 104.94 | 2993 | 735 | 2.76 | 3.04 3.41 3.11 9.19 13.02 | 12.47 29.11 10.94
Lego-loam [11] 11.32 | 498.30 | 80.88 | 5.37 | 2.66 | 2.86 3.56 3.03 6.96 16.60 | 11.46 57.13 21.52
TABLE I
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Fig. 7.

AL (b)
Fig. 8. (a) The point cloud map is aligned with the satellite image. (b)
The plane map constructed in the park environment

2) Mountain Environment: In this experiment, we use a
UAV to carry our LiDAR and face the LiDAR to the ground
to collect point cloud data on a mountain. Compared to the
park, the mountain environment is even less structured and
more challenging. The mapping results of the mountain are
shown in Fig. [9(a) and the details of some locally enlarged
views are shown in Fig. [0(b) and the start point and end
point are shown in Fig. (c). The average flight altitude is
around 80m. The total length of the trajectory is 3500m and
the final drift is 6.7m. The scan rate is set to 10 Hz in this
experiment, and the average processing time of a scan is 50
ms with an average of 7630 effective matching points.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes an efficient, probabilistic adaptive
voxel mapping method for online 3D SLAM. An accurate un-

Fig. 9.

(a) The mapping result of a mountain. (b) Some details of the
mapping results. (c) The start point and end point of the trajectory.

certainty model of the LiDAR point and plane is proposed by
considering both measurements uncertainty and associated
sensor pose uncertainty. The voxel map is constructed using
coarse-to-fine adaptive resolution method, which is robust to
different LiDAR scanning patterns and environments. This
paper also shows how to implement the proposed mapping
method in the iterated Kalman filter based LiDAR SLAM.
The tests in the KITTI dataset show that our method can
achieve better performance than both ICP-based method and
surfel-based method. The proposed voxel mapping method
not only performs well in the spinning LiDAR in structured
urban environments, but also shows good performance with
non-repetitive small FoV LiDAR in unstructured environ-
ments such as parks and mountains.
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