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Abstract— This paper presents field results and lessons
learned from the deployment of aerial robots inside ship ballast
tanks. Vessel tanks including ballast tanks and cargo holds
present dark, dusty environments having simultaneously very
narrow openings and wide open spaces that create several chal-
lenges for autonomous navigation and inspection operations.
We present a system for vessel tank inspection using an aerial
robot along with its autonomy modules. We show the results
of autonomous exploration and visual inspection in 3 ships
spanning across 7 distinct types of sections of the ballast tanks.
Additionally, we comment on the lessons learned from the field
and possible directions for future work. Finally, we release a
dataset consisting of the data from these missions along with
data collected with a handheld sensor stick.

I. INTRODUCTION

The shipping industry is a large industry with over 50K
ships operating across the world. Most ships have a long life
span and need to undergo regular inspection and maintenance
to ensure safe operation. One important component of this
inspection is that of the Ballast Water Tanks (BWTs) and
Cargo Holds (CHs) inside the ships. Both the cargo holds
and ballast tanks are prone to corrosion (especially the ballast
tank due to exposure to seawater), cracking, and bulking.
Currently, the ships need to travel to designated ports for
inspection costing them multiple days of idle time resulting
in millions of dollars of losses. Furthermore, these tanks
are dark, dirty, and dangerous environments with possible
pockets of inert gasses inside them, thus rendering them
extremely hazardous workplaces.

Motivated by the above, a niche community has investi-
gated the use of robotic systems to replace or assist in the in-
spection process to keep humans out of the way [1, 2]. These
include works on aerial and crawling robots [3], solutions
revolving around manually piloted robots [4], techniques
for detecting and navigating through the narrow openings
in the BWTs called manholes [5, 6], as well as rail-guided
robots [7–9], and underwater Remotely Operated Vehicles
(ROV) [10, 11].

The majority of the solutions utilize limited autonomy,
and a smaller portion of it is field-tested in a diverse set of
environments. Motivated by the above, our prior work [12]
presents a method for fully autonomous exploration and
general visual inspection of multiple compartments of bal-
last tanks that is demonstrated in three field experiments.
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Fig. 1. Instance of RMF-Owl autonomously operating in a double bottom
section of a ballast tank inside a Floating Production Storage and Offloading
(FPSO) vessel.

This paper provides an extensive description of all the
field trials conducted during and beyond [12]. We present
data from 3 ships across 7 different types of sections of
ballast tanks collected using RMF-Owl [13], a collision-
tolerant aerial robot, during autonomous exploration and
inspection missions, manual flights spanning across mul-
tiple levels, as well as from a handheld sensor setup,
called Mjolnir, consisting of LiDAR, cameras, millimeter
Wave (mmWave) radars, time of flights sensors, and IMUs.
All the data collected from the field deployments is re-
leased publicly at https://github.com/ntnu-arl/
ballast_water_tank_dataset.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II explains the robotic system and the autonomy modules
running onboard, section III details the field deployments and
released dataset, followed by the lessons learned discussed
in section IV, and conclusions drawn in section V.

II. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION
To inspect the challenging and diverse ballast tanks

and cargo holds in ships we used our in-house developed
collision-tolerant aerial robot called RMF-Owl [13] that was
further modified for improved compute and sensing. The
robot design and the components of the onboard autonomy
stack are described in the following subsections.

A. Robot Design

RMF-Owl is designed for fully autonomous operation,
lightweight, and collision-tolerance. The main frame of the
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robot is made from sheets of carbon-foam sandwich mate-
rial. This enables having a lightweight airframe capable of
withstanding the collisions that are bound to happen in the
confined areas of the ballast tanks. The sensor suite of the
robot consists of an Ouster OS0-64 LiDAR, a Flir Blackfly
S 0.4MP color camera, and a VectorNav VN100 IMU. The
entire autonomy stack consisting of SLAM, Path planning,
and control runs on the onboard Khadas VIM4 Single Board
Computer. Finally, we use a PixRacer Pro as the low-level
autopilot for thrust and attitude control. All components of
the robot can be seen in Figure 2. With all the payload
the robot weights 1.45 kg with a flight time of 10minutes.
Unlike the control approach described in [13], we use a
linear model predictive controller [14] for position control
that provides the roll, pitch, yaw rate, and thrust commands,
which are then followed by the attitude controller of the
autopilot. Further details about the robot design can be found
in [13].

B. Onboard Localization and Mapping

For accurate localization and mapping, we utilize Comp-
SLAM [15], a method for multi-modal Simultaneous Lo-
calization and Mapping (SLAM) that combines LiDAR,
vision, and IMU data in a hierarchical fashion. Under the
hood, the result of a visual-inertial estimator [16] is health-
checked based on a D-Optimality criterion and used as a
prior for LiDAR-Inertial registration. The prior is passed
through when the LiDAR Inertial registration fails its own
health check which relies on thresholding the eigenvalues of
the approximate hessian[17]. This design can handle cases
of degeneracy and sensor degradation for a modality in the
pipeline providing a robust estimate of the robot pose.

C. Exploration and Inspection Path Planning

We utilize the autonomous exploration and inspection
method described in [12] - which is built on top of our
open sourced Graph-based exploration path planner (GB-
Planner) [18, 19] - onboard the robot. The method is pri-
marily designed for inspection of multiple compartments of
a ballast tank but its extension to a cargo hold is trivial as
it can be considered as one large compartment. The planner
does not assume access to a prior map but only uses rough
locations and dimensions of the compartments, a piece of
information that is readily available through 2D layouts.
Each compartment is tackled separately by first performing
volumetric exploration to generate the map of the compart-
ment using LiDAR and then calculating an inspection path
to view all mapped surfaces using a camera. To navigate
between compartments connected by manholes, the strategy
presented in [6] is used. Further details and results about the
path planning pipeline can be found in [12].

III. FIELD DEPLOYMENT

We conducted field deployments across 3 vessels in 7
distinct sections of different types of ballast tanks. An
overview of the different environments can be seen in
Figures 3, 4, 5. To maintain anonymity, we will refer to the

ships as FPSO1, FPSO2, and the Oil Tanker (OT). In all three
deployments, the RMF-Owl collision-tolerant robot was used
for autonomous and manual flights. Additionally, a handheld
sensor setup, called Mjolnir, was used for data collection
during the deployment in FPSO1. The sensor suite on it can
be seen in Figure 2. All the data collection missions are
summarised in Table I. We now describe the environments
and deployments in each vessel in detail.

Fig. 2. Illustration of the sensing and computing on the RMF-Owl
aerial robot and Mjolnir handheld sensor stick. All the autonomy modules
including SLAM, Path planning, and Control run completely onboard the
robot.

A. FPSO1

The experiments in FPSO1 involved the deployment in two
levels on a side ballast tank. Both levels consisted of 5 com-
partments connected by large openings. All compartments
were cubical in shape and identical in terms of dimensions
and the majority of structural components. The dimensions
of the tank and some images of the interior can be seen
in Figure 3. We conducted three autonomous exploration
and general visual inspection missions where the robot was
tasked to inspect 1, 3, and 5 compartments respectively on
level 1 of the tank. The maximum allowed height was
restricted in the last two missions. Additionally, a manual
flight was conducted to collect data across both levels. The
robot was flown manually on each level and pulled up from
level 2 to level 1 using a rope. A rope was used as an upward-
facing camera for piloting the robot through the access hatch
was not integrated on the robot at that time. The final maps
are shown in Figure 3. It is noted that all maps shown in
the paper are presented as they were generated onboard the
robot.
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Fig. 3. Final maps, as generated onboard the robot, along with instances of
the RMF-Owl aerial robot performing exploration and inspection mission
and data collection using Mjolnir in FPSO1. We conducted a total of 3
autonomous and 1 manual flights using RMF-Owl and 4 handheld data
collection missions using Mjolnir.

B. FPSO2

The deployment in FPSO2 spanned across 4 different
sections of the ballast tank namely, side tank sections - with
and without manholes - (Figure 4.1, 4.3), the double bottom
section (Figure 4.2.1), and the bilge section (Figure 4.2.2).
The compartments in the side sections were cubical in
shape with either large openings to pass through or with
manholes of dimensions 1.3m × 0.6m. The bilge section
is the last level on the side of the ship connecting the
side sections with the double bottom sections. This area
is much wider compared to the other sections (dimensions
shown in Figure 4). It is divided into multiple compartments.
They have manholes connecting them at a lower height for
humans to go through, but there are also larger openings
at the top. Finally, the double bottom section spans across
the bottom of the ship, it is much smaller in height but
wider and has multiple extremely narrow manholes (smallest
manhole being 0.7m × 0.5m in dimension). Autonomous
exploration and inspection missions were conducted in the
first three sections as well as an exploration-only mission in
the double-bottom section requiring the robot to pass through
the narrowest manholes. Additionally, we collected a larger
dataset through two manual flights. The first covers two
levels of the side tank section with the robot being piloted
through the access hatch across the levels (Figure 4.1). The
second flight covers the bilge and the double bottom section
(Figure 4.2).

C. Oil Tanker (OT)

All the tests in the OT were conducted in the side
tank sections. The compartments in this ballast tank were
narrower (2.5m) than the other two vessels (4.8m, 5.5m).
The missions were conducted on two levels with cubical-

TABLE I
SUMMARY OF ALL FIELD DEPLOYMENTS

No. Ship Section Autonomous Multi-level Time(s)
RMF-Owl

1 FPSO1 side Yes No 225
2 FPSO1 side Yes No 300
3 FPSO1 side Yes No 154
4 FPSO1 side No Yes 450
5 FPSO2 side Yes No 300
6 FPSO2 side Yes No 380
7 FPSO2 bilge Yes No 336
8 FPSO2 d.b. Yes No 200
9 FPSO2 side No Yes 258
10 FPSO2 bilge, d.b. No No 275
11 OT side Yes No 214
12 OT side Yes No 216
13 OT side Yes No 354
14 OT side Yes No 360
15 OT side Yes No 370

Mjolnir
1 FPSO1 side N/A No 268
2 FPSO1 side N/A No 373
3 FPSO1 side N/A No 357
4 FPSO1 side N/A No 395

shaped compartments connected by manholes of dimensions
0.8m × 0.6m on level 2 (Figure 5.1) or 1.2m × 0.6m on
level 1 (Figure 5.2). A total of 5 missions were conducted,
3 on level 1 and 2 on level 2. The maps from one mission
on each level are shown in Figure 5 along with instances of
the robot in the tank to showcase the environment.

The data collected from the above deployments is
made publicly available at https://github.com/
ntnu-arl/ballast_water_tank_dataset.

IV. LESSONS LEARNED

A. Resilient Autonomy:

• Collision-tolerant robot design: As the robot needs to
be able to navigate through narrow manholes with very
small clearances, a scenario where the robot collides
with the environment is inevitable. Additionally, any
drift in odometry can increase these chanced further.
Hence, collision-tolerant robot design is key for resilient
navigation in these environments.

• Robust and High Precision Mapping: Precise local-
ization of defects across multiple inspection missions
is critical for tracking the health of the tanks. Hence,
robust and accurate localization and mapping is key
for tank inspections. One of the important defects that
needs to be detected early on is the deformation of load-
bearing structures. This requires the generation of high
precision and high resolution (order or 1 cm) 3D maps
which can be used to identify such deformations.

• Scalability: Vessel tanks present a diverse set of envi-
ronments containing narrow openings like the manholes
as well as extremely wide open spaces like cargo holds
or the bilge section of ballast tanks. Furthermore, the
autonomy module needs to optimize different types of
objectives (e.g., volumetric exploration and mapping,
general visual inspection, closeup visual inspection,
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Fig. 4. Final maps, as generated onboard the robot, along with instances of deployment of the RMF-Owl aerial robot in FPSO2. The robot was deployed
in the side sections (1),(3), double bottom (d.b.) section (2.1), and bilge (2.2) section. We present both autonomous exploration-inspection missions and
manual flights. The dataset covers missions in vastly different sections, navigation through extremely narrow manholes (0.7m × 0.5m), and multi-level
missions.

Fig. 5. Final maps, as generated onboard the robot, along with instances of
the RMF-Owl aerial robot performing exploration and inspection missions
in the Oil Tanker. All 5 tests were conducted in the side tanks covering 3 -
6 compartments. The environment contains two types of manholes 0.8m×
0.6m and 1.2m× 0.6m.

manhole passing, etc.). This requires the autonomy
solution to be capable of providing a set of behaviors
that are triggered based on the scenario and mission
objectives.

B. Semantic Reasoning:

• Vessel tanks contain certain structures and objects that
are more prone to fatigue/stress and hence are more
important for inspection than the rest of the surfaces. We
refer to them as inspection semantics. Detection, local-
ization, and building a representation of these semantics
for planning are important to increase the efficiency and
effectiveness of the inspection.

• These semantics are more susceptible to defects and

hence require inspection from a closer distance. If all
inspection-important and unimportant areas are treated
equally and inspected with the same quality, the robot
won’t be able to undertake large-scale missions span-
ning multiple levels of the ballast tank. Hence, it is nec-
essary to identify and focus on the inspection-important
semantics.

• The spatial arrangement of these semantics repeats
across compartments on one level of the ballast tank,
and their general topology also has distinctive charac-
teristics that repeat across tanks. Such structural patterns
can be exploited in the planning pipeline to take more
informed actions.

C. Image quality for defect detection:

• Majority of the defects such as corrosion, cracks, etc.
are detected on camera images, hence, good quality im-
ages are key to good inspection. Image quality depends
on the optics, image resolution, and light conditions.
Miniaturization of the first is hard to achieve and can
limit the low-light capabilities of the camera.

• Creating optimal lighting conditions is a non-trivial task
due to the nature of the defects. Due to the lack of
external light inside the tank, the robot needs to carry
onboard lighting. Detection of larger defects such as
corrosion does not require any special lighting condi-
tions. However, certain hairline cracks are not visible if
the light is shining perpendicular to the surface. Human
inspectors generally shine the light at an angle to the
surface which highlights such cracks better. Such active
light adjustment behavior needs to be incorporated in
the autonomy as well to be able to detect such cracks.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we present an aerial robotic system for the
inspection of maritime vessel tanks along with its onboard
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autonomy modules. The system is field evaluated in 3 ships
and the details of the deployment are presented. A dataset
collected from these deployments using the proposed robotic
system as well as a handheld sensor stick is released publicly.
The key lessons learned from these field tests are presented
for the research community to build upon.
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