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HDA-LVIO: A High-Precision
LiDAR-Visual-Inertial Odometry in Urban

Environments with Hybrid Data Association
Jian Shi, Wei Wang, Senior Member, IEEE , Mingyang Qi, Xin Li, and Ye Yan

Abstract— To enhance localization accuracy in ur-
ban environments, an innovative LiDAR-Visual-Inertial
odometry, named HDA-LVIO, is proposed by employ-
ing hybrid data association. The proposed HDA-LVIO
system can be divided into two subsystems: the
LiDAR-Inertial subsystem (LIS) and the Visual-Inertial
subsystem (VIS). In the LIS, the LiDAR pointcloud is
utilized to calculate the Iterative Closest Point (ICP)
error, serving as the measurement value of Error State
Iterated Kalman Filter (ESIKF) to construct the global
map. In the VIS, an incremental method is firstly em-
ployed to adaptively extract planes from the global
map. And the centroids of these planes are projected
onto the image to obtain projection points. Then, fea-
ture points are extracted from the image and tracked
along with projection points using Lucas–Kanade (LK)
optical flow. Next, leveraging the vehicle states from
previous intervals, sliding window optimization is per-
formed to estimate the depth of feature points. Con-
currently, a method based on epipolar geometric constraints is proposed to address tracking failures for feature points,
which can improve the accuracy of depth estimation for feature points by ensuring sufficient parallax within the sliding
window. Subsequently, the feature points and projection points are hybridly associated to construct reprojection error,
serving as the measurement value of ESIKF to estimate vehicle states. Finally, the localization accuracy of the proposed
HDA-LVIO is validated using public datasets and data from our equipment. The results demonstrate that the proposed
algorithm achieves obviously improvement in localization accuracy compared to various existing algorithms.

Index Terms— Urban Environment, Localization, Sensor Fusion, LiDAR, Visual, Inertial.

I. INTRODUCTION

A ccurate localization in urban environments is the foun-
dation for safe operation of autonomous vehicle [1].

Simultaneous Localization and Mapping (SLAM), capable
of achieving vehicle localization and environmental mapping
concurrently, is widely utilized for localization in urban en-
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vironment [2]. Depending on the sensors employed, existing
SLAM methodologies can be categorized as either LiDAR-
based method [3]–[5] or Visual-based method [6], [7]. Never-
theless, owing to the sparse nature of LiDAR pointcloud, the
accuracy of LiDAR-based SLAM may decrease in scenes lack-
ing geometric textures, such as tunnels and highway [8]. Ad-
ditionally, LiDAR-based SLAM manifests significant height
drift when traversing large-scale movement [9]. Visual-based
SLAM methods are susceptible in the environments, such as
variations in lighting or absence the color texture, leading to
decreased accuracy in localization [10]. Moreover, Monocular
Visual based odometry may experience localization drift due
to scale uncertainty [11]. Hence, the SLAM algorithms that
exclusively rely on a single sensor cannot achieve high-
precision localization within complex urban environments.

In recent years, many researchers have explored the fusion
of LiDAR and Visual to improve the localization accuracy.
The fusion methods can be classified as LiDAR unenhanced
methods [12]–[17] and LiDAR enhanced methods [18]–[37].
The LiDAR unenhanced methods implement LiDAR odometry
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and Visual odometry independently, and then probabilistically
fuses the odometry results to obtain a fused state. In [12], the
state estimation results from Visual-Inertial odometry are used
to provide motion priors for LiDAR scan registration, thereby
improving the localization accuracy of LiDAR odometry in
structure-less environments. In [13], [14], an efficient frame-
work based on Multi-State Constraint Kalman Filter (MSCKF)
is employed to fuse multi model LiDAR features and Visual
features. This method can achieve robust localization in urban
environments by utilizing rich environmental features. In [15],
LiDAR odometry and Visual odometry are built separately, and
the Inertial Measurement Unit (IMU) is utilized to propagate
the states between the two odometry systems. This method
achieves robust localization in perceptually-degraded environ-
ments. Additionally, researchers employ adaptive strategies
within the fusion algorithm to enhance the stability of the
fusion system. In [16], a factor graph is utilized to fuse
data from LiDAR, Visual, and IMU. And then an actor-critic
method with reinforcement learning is adopted to adaptively
adjust the fusion weight of sensors. In [17], a covariance
intersection filter is adopted to adaptively estimate the fused
state with the uncertainties of the estimation results in LiDAR-
Inertial odometry and Visual-Inertial odometry. However, since
the LiDAR unenhanced methods mentioned above [12]–[17]
cannot fully exploit the complementary characteristics between
LiDAR and Visual, these methods will only enhance system
stability and not effectively improve the accuracy of the fusion
system.

In contrast, the LiDAR enhanced method allows the utiliza-
tion of accurate range information from LiDAR to recover
the depth of Visual pixel, thereby enhancing the accuracy
of the fusion system. At present, the main focus of LiDAR
enhanced methods lie in exploring effective ways to associate
the accurate range data from LiDAR and Visual pixel. The
association methods can be divided into feature-based meth-
ods [18]–[30] and direct methods [31]–[37]. Feature-based
methods adopt feature points, such as Harris points [38], to
establish associations between LiDAR and Visual. In contrast,
direct methods directly project LiDAR points onto images to
obtain projection points, which are then utilized to calculate
the vehicle states. Feature points and projection points are
illustrated in Fig. 1, where feature point is represented with
blue dot and projection point is represented with red dot.

Fig. 1. The projection points and feature points utilized in this paper.

Feature-based methods utilize the accurate range data from
LiDAR to recover depth of feature points. In [18], the 5-
DoF state information is obtained through feature-based visual
odometry. The scale information is recovered by matching the
LiDAR pointcloud with the scale-ambiguous feature map out-

put from the visual odometry using a 1-DoF ICP algorithm. In
[19]–[22], the map points constructed with LiDAR pointcloud
and the feature points are simultaneously projected onto the
unit sphere of the camera coordinate. And then the kd-tree
is utilized to search for three LiDAR points near the feature
points. The depth of the feature points is determined by the
plane formed by these three LiDAR points. Building upon
this kind of approach, in [23], probabilistic description of the
plane fitting are utilized to improve the depth recover accuracy
of feature points. Concurrently, the delayed triangulation is
employed to recover the depths of image feature points that
lack associated with LiDAR points. However, since the three
points selected in this method may not satisfy the plane
assumption, the associated depth exists significant deviation.
Therefore, in [24], five points are chosen and plane verification
is performed to ensure effective association with image feature
points and to guarantee the accuracy of depth association.
In cases of sparse LiDAR point distribution, some feature
points may be situated at a considerable distance from the
five nearest LiDAR points, result in challenges for accurate
data association.

Furthermore, in [25], the depth of feature points is estimated
by ray casting onto the surfel map constructed from LiDAR
points. In [26], [27], the map constructed from LiDAR is
transformed into a depth map consistent with the image
dimensions and projected onto the image to form an RGB-
D image. This RGB-D image is then utilized to establish data
association by identifying the nearest projected point for each
image feature point. In [28], the LiDAR pointcloud is stored
in the voxel grid and plane fitting is performed on the LiDAR
points within the voxel. Image feature points are associated
with planes in voxels through ray projection. In [29], under
the assumption of locally planar environment, LiDAR points
are firstly projected onto the image and the depth of feature
points within a certain range around the projection points is
initialized. And further depth optimization is performed based
on iSAM2 [39]. In [30], the LiDAR pointcloud of the current
frame is fully projected onto the image plane, and LiDAR
projection points near the image feature points are extracted
for plane fitting. The depth of visual features is obtained by
intersecting the Visual rays corresponding to the features with
the fitted planes. However, due to the sparse nature of LiDAR
pointcloud, effectively associating LiDAR points with image
feature points will be challenging.

For the direct method, 3D LiDAR points are projected
onto the image to derive projection points, achieving data
association between LiDAR and Visual. In [31], [32], the
projection points in adjacent image frames are associated
through optical flow tracking of the projection points, which
are then employed to construct reprojection error for the Visual
odometry. Furthermore, beyond utilizing LiDAR points di-
rectly, researchers have also explored techniques for extracting
diverse features from LiDAR pointcloud to derive projection
points. In [33], environment planes are extracted from the
LiDAR pointcloud, and corresponding plane patches are ex-
tracted from the image. Both the plane patches and projection
points are used together for state estimation. In [34], point
and line features in the environment are extracted from the
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LiDAR pointcloud to obtain projection points. Nonetheless,
owing to the sparse nature of LiDAR pointcloud, it may pose
challenges in effectively extracting feature points to acquire
projection points. In addition to selection data from the LiDAR
pointcloud to obtain projection points, in [36], points selected
from the global map in the current image viewpoint are
projected into the image, and the projection points are used
for optical flow tracking and state estimation by minimizing
the reprojection error. The estimated results are then used as
initial values for updating the state through minimizing pho-
tometric errors. In [37], LiDAR projection points with large
photometric gradients are utilized for optical flow tracking and
state estimation. However, optical flow tracking may suffer
errors when dealing with projection points that lack obviously
illumination intensity gradients. Furthermore, state errors used
for projection may introduce biases in the depth correlation of
these projection points.

To enhance the accuracy of the LiDAR-Visual-Inertial
odometry, we propose a novel hybrid data association method
to fuse LiDAR and Visual data in this work. The primary
contributions of this article are summarized as follows:

• Utilizing the continuity of the environment plane, a novel
method is proposed for selecting projection points to mit-
igate significant errors resulting from pose inaccuracies.
Initially, the recent global map is voxelized and orga-
nized using a hash table for efficient plane management.
Subsequently, an octree map is employed to adaptively
extract planes from the map points within each voxel.
Next, an incremental plane extraction method is proposed
to ensure rapid update of the environment plane when
changes occur in recent global map. Finally, the center
point of the extracted plane is projected onto the image to
obtain projection points, thereby achieving stable depth
associations for the projection points.

• A robust depth estimation method is presented for feature
points. Firstly, we utilize the pose output from VIS over
a time interval to establish a sliding window, employing
triangulation to calculate the initial depths of image fea-
ture points in window. And sliding window otpimization
is adopted to update the depth of feature points until
the update value less than a threshold. To guarantee
full parallax between image feature points within the
sliding window, a method based on the epipolar geometric
constraints is introduced to recover feature points that
may failed in optical flow tracking.

• A novel hybrid LiDAR-Visual data association method
is introduced for localization. Initially, both projection
points and feature points are utilized to establish the
reprojection error. Subsequently, ESIKF is employed for
accurate state estimation with the established reprojection
error. By fully leveraging environmental data from both
LiDAR and Visual to constrain state estimation, the pro-
posed HDA-LVIO can achieve more accurate localization
than adopting either the feature-based method or the
direct method alone.

• Extensive experiments are conducted in urban environ-
ments utilizing data from KITTI datasets, NTU-VIRAL

datasets and our platform. Simultaneously, the localiza-
tion results are compared with numerous existing algo-
rithms to validate the accuracy improvements achieved
by the proposed HDA-LVIO algorithm.

II. RELATED NOTATIONS

The mathematics notations employed in this work are de-
fined here. Bold letters represent vectors and matrices, while
scalars are denoted by thin letters. The image frame is denoted
by the symbol b, the world frame is represented by the letter
g, and the LiDAR frame is represented by the letter l. The
pointcloud is represented with P , and the 3D LiDAR point
in pointcloud is represented with p. And (·)∧ represents the
mapping from a vector to a skew symmetric matrix. The norm
of vector a is represented as ∥a∥. The transpose of vector or
matrix is desctribed with (·)⊤.

The transformation matrix, denoted as T ∈ R4×4, en-
capsulates the relationship between coordinate systems. For
example, T b

a represents the transformation from frame b to
a. And T comprises both the rotation matrix R ∈ R3×3

and the translation vector t ∈ R3×1. The specific form of
transformation matrix T is as follows:

T =

[
R t
0 1

]
(1)

And the matrix chain rule is as follows:

T c
a = T c

bT
b
a (2)

For the vector t, the homogeneous coordinate of t is written
as follows:

t̄ = [t, 1] ∈ R4×1 (3)

III. LIDAR VISUAL INERTIAL ODOMETRY WITH HYBRID
DATA ASSOCIATION

A. Overview
The framework of the proposed HDA-LVIO is illustrated in

Fig. 2. The system consists of two parts, namely the Visual-
Inertial subsystem (VIS) and the LiDAR-Inertial subsystem
(LIS). For the LIS, firstly, motion distortion in the LiDAR
pointcloud is eliminated with IMU data. Subsequently, Itera-
tive Closest Point (ICP) errors is constructed by registrating
LiDAR scan to the global map. And then Error State Iterated
Kalman Filter (ESIKF) is employed for state estimation. For
detailed information about the LIS, please refer to [40].

For the VIS, the recent global map is first voxelized, and an
incremental adaptive method is adopted to extract planes from
each voxel. The centroids of these planes are then projected
onto the image to obtain projection points, and Harris feature
points are extracted from the image. Associations between
adjacent image frames are established by applying optical
flow tracking to both the projection points and feature points.
Subsequently, RANSAC is employed to eliminate erroneous
tracking points. The depth of feature points are estimated using
sliding window optimization. A method based on epipolar
geometric constraints is proposed to recover feature points
when optical flow tracking fails, ensuring significant parallax
of feature points within the sliding window. Finally, utilizing
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Fig. 2. The framework of the proposed HDA-LVIO.

accurately tracked feature points and projection points, the re-
projection error is constructed, and state estimation is achieved
through ESIKF.

B. Incremental Adaptive Plane Extraction

In this section, the proposed method for extracting planes
from the recent global map points P g is explained in detail.
Using the states estimated by the LIS, the i-th frame of LiDAR
pointcloud P l

i can be transformed to the g frame and added
to the recent global map P g . And P g

i is divided into 3D
voxels {Vq, q = 1, ..., Q} with a size of 1 meter, and a hash
table is employed to manage these voxels. And then the three
layers octree is employed to adaptively extract plane from
these voxels. The flowchart of the proposed method is depicted
as Fig. 3.

Fig. 3. The flowchart of the proposed plane extraction method.

Once the number of pointcloud P g
q within the q-th voxel

Vq surpasses a predefined threshold ts, the initialization of the
pointcloud within that voxel will be operated. Firstly, the mean
p̄ and covariance matrix covp of the points within the voxel
are calculated as follows:

p̄q =
1

N

N∑
k=1

pg
k (4)

covq =
1

N

N∑
k=1

(pg
k − p̄) (pg

k − p̄)
T (5)

where N is the size of points in the q-th voxel Vq , and pg
k is

the k-th point in the P g
q .

The eigenvalues {λi, i = 1, 2, 3} of matrix covq can be
obtained through eigen decomposition. Once the smallest
eigenvalue λmin meet the follow planar criteria depicted in
Eq. (6), the pointcloud within the voxel is recognized as part
of the same plane.

λmin = min {λi, i = 1, 2, 3} < tλ (6)

where tλ is the threshold and set as 0.01m in this work.

Conversely, for cases where it does not meet the planar
criteria depicted in Eq. (6), a three-layer octree is applied to
partition the P g

q , and a cyclic evaluation of the pointcloud
within the child nodes is conducted to determine their confor-
mity to the planar criteria depicted in Eq. (6). The terination
criteria of the cyclic evaluation encompass three conditions:

• The points within the child node are below the specified
threshold ts.

• The pointcloud within the child node satisfies the plane
threshold condition depicted in Eq. (6).

• The child node is at the top level of the octree.

After the initialization for the voxel Vq , subsequently added
points P̌

g

q will be used to update the mean p̄q and covariance
covq of plane in the voxel Vq or nodes in the three-layer octree
as follows:

p̌ =
1

N +M

(
N p̄+

M∑
k=1

pg
k

)
(7)

ˇcovq =
1

N +M

(
Ncovq +

M∑
k=1

(pg
k − p̌) (pg

k − p̌)
T

)
(8)

where N is the size of P̌
g

q , M is the size of new add points.

It is essential to highlight that the update process described
in Eq. (7) and (8) are only executed when the size of newly
added pointcloud surpasses the specified threshold.
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Algorithm 1 Incremental adaptive plane extraction algorithm

Input: The i-th frame of LiDAR pointcloud, P l
i,

The 3D voxels in Hash table, {Vq, q = 1, ..., Q}.
Output: The center point

{
pct , t = 1, ..., T

}
of planes in

recent global map, P g .
1: With the states output from the LIS, the i-th frame LiDAR

pointcloud P l
i can be transformed to the P g

i .
2: Voxelize the P g

i and divide it into 3D voxels
{Vs, s = 1, ..., S}.

3: for each voxel Vs in {Vs, s = 1, ..., S} do
4: if Vs not exist in Hash table {Vq} then
5: Add Vs into Hash table {Vq}.
6: end if
7: if the pointcloud P g

q within Vq is initialized then
8: Update the plane as Eq. (7) and (8).
9: Calculate p∆

q as Eq. (9).
10: if p∆

q < t∆, λ̌min < tλ then
11: Add the update mean p̌ into

{
pct

}
.

12: else if p∆
q < t∆, λ̌min > tλ then

13: Add the initial mean p̄ into
{
pct

}
.

14: else if p∆
q > t∆ then

15: Remove Vq from {Vq}
16: end if
17: else if the size of P g

q > ts then
18: Calculate the mean p̄ and covariance matrix

covq as Eq. (4) and (5), and calculate eigenvalues
{λi, i = 1, 2, 3} of covq.

19: if minimal eigenvalue λmin < tλ then
20: Add the mean p̄ of pointcloud P g

q into
{
pct

}
.

21: else
22: Apply three-layer octree to partition the point

cloud in this voxel and to obtain the pointcloud
in each child node.

23: Conduct the cylic planar evaluation of the
pointcloud in each child nodes of the octree.

24: if (the pointcloud within the child node fullfil
the criteria depticted in Eq. (6)) then

25: Add the mean p̄ into
{
pct

}
, and exit the

cylic planar evaluation.
26: end if
27: end if
28: end if
29: end for

And the mean update value p∆
q can be obtained as follows

p∆
q =

∥∥p̌− p̄
∥∥ (9)

Simultaneously, the eigenvalues {λ̌i, i = 1, 2, 3} of updated
covariance matrix ˇcovq can be obtained through eigen decom-
position.

Subsequently, the plane updation criteria is defined as
follows:

p∆
q < t∆, λ̌min < tλ (10)

where t∆ and tλ are the thresholds and separtely set as 0.1m
and 0.01m.

If both p∆
q and λ̌min fullfil the criteria written in Eq.

(10), the mean and covariance of the plane in voxel Vq will
be updated as p̌ and ˇcovq . Otherwise, it indicates that the
plane within the voxel has changed, which corresponds to the
following two situations.

• p∆
q > t∆. Dynamic pointcloud exist in this voxel, which

may be caused by moving vehicles. The voxel Vq is
removed from {Vq}.

• p∆
q < t∆, λ̌min > tλ. The accuracy of global map

constructed by the LIS system decreases. And the mean
and covariance of the plane in voxel Vq is still set as p̄
and covq .

The detail procession of the proposed incremental adaptive
plane extraction algorithm is depicted in Algorithm 1.

C. Feature Point Depth Estimation

In the proposed feature point depth estimation algorithm,
we initially obtain the depth of the feature point through trian-
gulation. Subsequently, the depth of feature point is updated
via sliding window optimization. To guarantee full parallax
between image feature points within the sliding window, we
introduce the method based on epipolar geometric constraints
to recover feature points that may failed in optical flow
tracking. The image frame utilized for feature point depth
recovery is depicted in Fig. 4, where the red dots are the
feature points in the images. We take the k-th feature point
fk as an example to illustrate the proposed depth estimation
algorithm.

Fig. 4. Image frame utilized in feature point depth recovery.

1) feature point recovery: The depth of feature point fk is
optimizated within the sliding window. To ensure the accuracy
of optimization, obtaining an adequate parallax for feature
point fk within the sliding window is crucial. However, in
cases of rapid motion or the presence of repetitive textures
within the actual scene, feature points may not be consistently
tracked over an extended period, which will pose challenges in
obtaining substantial parallax for depth recovery. As illustrated
in Fig. 5, the accurately tracked feature points are represented
by the red points, while the green points denote new added
feature points to replace the error tracking feature points in
image 2. The failure in tracking feature points within the blue
box will be attributed to the rapid vertical movement.

To recover the lost feature point fn
k in the n-th image

frame during tracking, the coarse feature point f̃n
k is first

calculated based on the epipolar geometric constraints. And
then the f̃n

k is optimizated with pyraid optical flow tracking
to obtain the accurate fn

k . By employing the recent n image
poses

{
Tw

bi , i = 1, ..., n
}

and the matrix chain rule expressed
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Fig. 5. Feature point tracking failed due to rapid vertical movement.

in Eq. (2), T bi
bn

can be obtained as follows:

T bi
bn

=
(
Tw

bi

)T
Tw

bn (11)

where T bi
bn

=

[
Rbi

bn
tbibn

0 1

]
.

Along with feature points
{
f i
k, i = 1, ..., n− 1

}
, we can

obtain fn
k through the epipolar geometric constraints as fol-

lows:

(
K−1f̄

1
k

)T (
tb1bn

)∧
Rb1

bn
K−1f̄

n
k = 0(

K−1f̄
2
k

)T (
tb2bn

)∧
Rb2

bn
K−1f̄

n
k = 0

...(
K−1f̄

n−1
k

)T (
t
bn−1

bn

)∧
R

bn−1

bn
K−1f̄

n
k = 0

(12)

where K represents the intrinsic parameters of camera, f̄n
k is

the homogeneous coordinate form of fn
k as depicted in Eq.

(3).
The above equation can be simplified to the following form:

Af̄
n
k = [A1,A2,A3] [f

n
k , 1]

⊤
= 0 (13)

where

A =



(
K−1f̄

1
k

)T (
tb1bn

)∧
Rb1

bn
K−1(

K−1f̄
2
k

)T (
tb2bn

)∧
Rb2

bn
K−1

...(
K−1f̄

n−1
k

)T (
t
bn−1

bn

)∧
R

bn−1

bn
K−1


∈ R(n−1)×3

(14)
And then by rearranging the formula mentioned above, we

can obtain:
Xfn

k = y (15)

where X = [A1,A2] ∈ R(n−1)×2, y = −A3 ∈ R(n−1)×1,
and A1,A2,A3 correspond to the first, second, and third
column of matrix A.

Hence, we can establish the following objective function to
estimate fn

k .

min
fn

k

1

2

∥∥∥ (Xfn
k − y)

∥∥∥2 (16)

However, considering the estimation error in
{
Tw

bi

}
, the

T bi
bn

calculated with Eq. (11) will also contain error. The
weighted least squares method is utilized to solve the op-
timal solution for Eq. (16), aiming to reduce the impact
of this error on the estimation result of fn

k . To obtian

the weight {wi, i = 1, ..., n− 1} utilized in the weighted
least squares method, we firstly reproject the feature points{
f i
k, i = 1, ..., n− 2

}
onto the (n− 1)-th image frame bn−1

to obtain the reprojection error {ei, i = 1, ..., n− 2} as follow.

ei =

∥∥∥∥(K−1f̄
i
k

)T (
tbibn−1

)∧
Rbi

bn−1
K−1f̄

n−1
k

∥∥∥∥ (17)

The reprojection error ei is then utilized to form weight
{wi} as follows.

Algorithm 2 Feature Point Recovery Algorithm

Input: The recent image poses,
{
Tw

bi , i = 1, ..., n
}

,
Feature point fk in recent image,

{
f i
k, i = 1, ..., n− 1

}
.

Output: The feature point fk in the n-th image, fn
k .

1: Calculate the
{
T bi

bn
, i = 1, ..., n− 1

}
with image poses{

T bi
w , i = 1, ..., n

}
as Eq. (11).

2: Establish the epipolar geometric constraints as Eq. (12)
with

{
T bi

bn
, i = 1, ..., n− 1

}
and the corresponding fea-

ture points
{
f i
k, i = 1, ..., n− 1

}
.

3: Calculate the reprojection error {ei} as Eq. (17).
4: Calculate the weight {wi} as Eq. (18).
5: Obtain the weighted least squares solution f̃n

k as Eq. (20).
6: Use f̃n

k as the initial value for pyramid optical flow
tracking to obtain fn

k .

{
wi =

ei
emin

+ 1, i = 1, ..., n− 2

}
(18)

where emin = min {ei, i = 1, ..., n− 2}. Specifically, since
the image frame bn−1 is more close to the image frame bn,
the error associated with the transformation matrix T

bn−1

bn
is relatively smaller compared to transformation matrices{
T bi

bn
, i = 1, ..., n− 2

}
. Therefore, wn−1 is set as 1. And the

weight matrix W can be obtained with {wi, i = 1, ..., n− 1}
as follows.

W =

w1 0 0

0
. . . 0

0 0 wn−1

 (19)

Therefore, we can obtain the weighted least squares solution
for fn

k as follows.

f̃n
k =

(
XTWX

)−1

XTWy (20)

Fig. 6. Feature point depth recovery with pyraid optical flow tracking.
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And then, we use f̃n
k as the initial value for pyramid optical

flow tracking to calculate the accurate fn
k . The process of

pyramid optical flow tracking is illustrated in Fig. 6. Firstly,
we successively scale the n-th image frame bm three times
with a scaling ratio of 0.5 to generate a four-level image
pyramid [41]. Then, the feature point f̃n

k in the level 1 of
the image pyramid 1f̃n

k is obtained and the single level optical
flow tracking proposed in [42] is adopted to calculate the 1fn

k .
And the accurate fn

k can be obtained as follows.

fn
k = 23 · 1fn

k (21)

The detail process of the feature point recovery algorithm
is listed in Algorithm 2.

2) triangulation: In the context of triangulation, we use the
image frame b1 in which the feature point fk is firstly detected
as the reference, and subsequently calculate the parallax X1,m

between the image frame b1 and the subsequent image frame
bm as follows,

X1,m =
∥∥∥f1

k − fm
k

∥∥∥ (22)

where f1
k is the k-th feature point firstly observed in image

frame b1, and fm
k is the k-th feature point observed in image

frame bm.

When the parallax X1,m fulfill the criteria depicted as
follows:

X1,m > tX (23)

where tX is the threshold, and is set as 10 pixels. The
triangulation proposed in [6] is implemented and the initial
depth d̃fm

k
of fm

k can be calculated.

3) feature point depth estimation: We utilize sliding window
optimization to obtain the accurate feature point depth dfk
based on the initial depth d̃fm

k
calculated with triangulation.

Within the sliding window depicted in Fig.4, the first image
frame bs in the sliding window is set as the reference frame.
And the depth of fs

k, denoted as dfs
k

, is estimated with sliding
window optimization. The initial value of dfs

k
, described as

d̃fs
k

, is calculated with d̃fm
k

as follows.

d̃fs
k
=
(
Tw

bs

)T
Tw

bm d̃fm
k
K−1fm

k (24)

Then the reporjection error r
(
dfs

k
, i
)

can be represented as
follows:

r
(
dfs

k
, i
)
= K

(
Tw

bi

)T
Tw

bsdfs
k
K−1fs

k − f i
k (25)

We employ the L-M optimization method [43] to minimize the
norm of r

(
dfs

k
, i
)

in order to obtain the Maximum Posteriori
Estimation (MAP) result of dfs

k
as follows.

d̂fs
k
= min

dfs
k

s+n∑
i=s+1

∥∥r(dfs
k
, i
)∥∥2 (26)

where d̂fs
k

is the optimization result of dfs
k

, and n is the size
of the image frame in sliding window.

Algorithm 3 Feature Point Depth Estimation Algorithm

Input: The recent image states,
{
Tw

bi , i = 1, ..., n
}

,
Feature point fk in recent images,

{
f i
k, i = 1, ..., n

}
.

Output: The map point obtained with feature point fk, pfk
.

1: Adopt triangulation to calculate the initial depth d̃fm
k

as
Sec. III-C.2.

2: Calculate the d̃fs
k

with d̃fm
k

as Eq. (24).
3: repeat
4: Calculate the parallax Xs+n,s+n+1 of fk between the

newly added image frame bs+n+1 and the latest frame
bs+n in the sliding window.

5: if Xs+n,s+n+1 fulfill the criteria depicted in Eq.
(27) then

6: Calculate the reporjection error r
(
dfs

k
, i
)

as
Eq. (25).

7: Obtain the MAP result of dfs
k

as Eq. (26).
8: Transform the estimated feature point depth in the

sliding window as Eq. (28).
9: Remove the first image frame bs from the sliding

window.
10: Add the new image frame bs+n+1 into the sliding

window.
11: end if
12: until The update value of the feature point fk in observed

in the subsequent u-th image frame bu fulfill the criteria
depicted in Eq. (29)

13: Obtain the map point pfk
with the feautre point fu

k as Eq.
(30).

When the parallax Xs+n,s+n+1 of fk between the newly
added image frame bs+n+1 and the latest frame bs+n in the
sliding window satisfies the following conditions,

Xs+n,s+n+1 > tX (27)

the newly added image frame bs+n+1 will be added into the
sliding window. Subsequently, the first image frame bs are
removed from the sliding window, and the estimated feature
point depth in the sliding window is transformed as follow:

d̃fs+1
k

=

((
Tw

bs+1

)T
Tw

bs d̂fs
k
K−1fs

k

)
z

(28)

where (·)z depict the z-axis value of vector.

Similarly, the d̂fs+1
k

can be obtained with Eq. (26). As the
image frame within the sliding window is updated, the depth
of feature point fs

k is continuously estimated using Eq. (26)
and (28). If the depth update value δdfu

k
of feature point in

the subsequent u-th image frame fulfill the criteria depicted
in Eq. (29), the feature point depth estimation algorithm is
considered complete.

δdfu
k
=
∥∥∥d̂fu

k
− d̃fu

k

∥∥∥ < td (29)

where td is set as 0.1m, d̂fk is the MAP result of dfk obtained
with Eq. (26), and d̃fk is the feature point depth obtained with
Eq. (28).

And the map point pfk
can be obtained with the feautre
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point fu
k as follows.

pfk
= Tw

bu d̂fu
k
K−1fu

k (30)

And the detail of proposed feature depth estimation algo-
rithm is listed in Alorithm 3.

D. ESIKF

We employ the ESIKF [44] to estimate the state xi in VIS.
And xi is consisted with following elements:

xi =
[
Tw

bi ,v
w
bi , ba, bg

]
(31)

where Tw
bi is the pose of image frame bi, vw

bi
is the velocity

of the image frame bi, ba is the bias of the accelerometer in
IMU, and bg is the bias of the gyroscope in IMU.

We simultaneously utilize map points
{
pfk

, k = 1, ...,K
}

obtained in Sec. III-C and plane center points{
pct , t = 1, ..., T

}
obtained in Sec. III-B for state estimation.

First, the projection points {ct, t = 1, ..., T} can be obtained
from the plane center points

{
pct , t = 1, ..., T

}
as follows:

ci−1
t = K

(
Tw

bi−1

)T
pct , t = 1, ..., T (32)

And then, the feature points
{
f i−1
k , k = 1, ...,K

}
and the

projection points
{
ci−1
t , t = 1, ..., T

}
obtained from plane

center points are tracked with L-K optical flow to obtain the
feature points

{
f i
k

}
and projection points

{
cit
}

in image frame
bi. Due to the photometric gradient of the projection points{
ci−1
t

}
may not be readily apparent, the optical flow tracking

results of these points may exhibit errors. On the contrary,
given the relatively clear photometric gradient of feature points{
f i−1
k

}
, the optical flow tracking result of these points is

more accurate and stable. To enhance the accuracy of optical
flow tracking for projection points, we employ RANSAC [45]
to simultaneously eliminate outliers in the tracking results
of both feature points

{
f i
k

}
and projection points

{
cit
}

. By
leveraging the stable tracking of feature points to increase
the proportion of effective tracking results in both projection
points and feature points, we improve the effectiveness of
RANSAC in eliminating outliers from the tracking results of
projection points

{
cit
}

.
Subsequently, we construct the PnP reprojection error to

update state xi. For the k-th feature point pfk
and the t-th

projection point pct , the reprojection error can be constructed
as follows:

0 = r
(
xi,pfk

,f i
k

)
= K

1

dfi
k

T bi
wpfk

− f i
k (33)

0 = r
(
xi,pct , c

i
t

)
= K

1

dcit

T bi
wpct − cit (34)

where dfi
k

is the z-axis value of T bi
wpfk

, and dcit
is the z-axis

value of T bi
wpct

Due to the noise in pfk
, f i

k, and pct , cit,

p̃fk = pfk
+ npf

, f̃ i
k = f i

k + nf

p̃ct = pct + npc , c̃it = cit + nc

(35)

and the estimation error δx̌i between the posterior estimation
x̌i and the state xi,

xi = x̌i ⊞ δx̌i (36)

Eq. (33) and (34) can be rewritten as follows:

0 = r
(
x̌i ⊞ δx̌i, p̃fk − npf

, f̃ i
k − nf

)
(37)

0 = r
(
x̌i ⊞ δx̌i, p̃ct − npc

, c̃it − nc

)
(38)

where ⊞ is the manifold operateor introduced in [40].
Then, the MAP estimation of δx̌i can be obtained as

follows:

min
δx̌i

(∥∥∥x̌i ⊞ δx̌i ⊟ x̂i +Hiδx̌i

∥∥∥2
Σδx̂i

+

K∑
k=1

∥∥∥r (x̌i, p̃fk , f̃
i
k

)
+Hi

fk
δx̌i

∥∥∥2
Σαf

+

T∑
t=1

∥∥∥r (x̌i, p̃ct , c̃
i
t

)
+Hi

ctδx̌i

∥∥∥2
Σαt

)
(39)

where x̂i in the prior state estimation of xi obtained by state
propagation [46] with IMU data, Σδx̂i

is the noise covariance
of prediction error, Σαf

is the noise covariance of reprojection
error calculated with feature points

{
f i
k, k = 1, ...,K

}
, Σαt

is the noise covariance of reprojection error calculated with
projection points

{
cit, t = 1, ..., T

}
, and

Hi =
∂ (x̌i ⊞ δx̌i ⊟ x̂i)

∂δx̌i

∣∣∣∣
δx̌i=0

(40)

Hi
fk

=
∂r
(
x̌i ⊞ δx̌i, p̃fk , f̃

i
k

)
∂δx̌i

∣∣∣∣
δx̌i=0

(41)

Hi
ct =

∂r
(
x̌i ⊞ δx̌i, p̃ct , c̃

i
t

)
∂δx̌i

∣∣∣∣
δx̌i=0

(42)

Following [47], the estimation state x̌i can be obtained as
follows:

x̌i = x̌i ⊞
(
−Kiži − (I − KiHi)H−1

i (x̌i ⊟ x̂i)
)

(43)

where
Hi =

[
Hi

f1 , ...,H
i
fK ,Hi

c1 , ...,H
i
cT

]
(44)

ži =
[
r
(
x̌i, p̃f1 , f̃

i
1

)
, ..., r

(
x̌i, p̃fK , f̃ i

K

)
,

r
(
x̌i, p̃c1 , c̃

i
1

)
, ..., r

(
x̌i, p̃cT , c̃

i
T

)] (45)

Ki =
(
HT

i R−1Hi + P−1
i

)−1 HT
i R−1 (46)

R = diag
(
Σαf

, ...,Σαf
,Σαc

, ...,Σαc

)
(47)

Pi = (Hi)
−1

Σδx̌i
(Hi)

−T (48)

IV. EXPERIMENTS AND DISCUSSIONS

To validate the performance of the proposed HDA-LVIO in
urban environments, a series of experiments are conducted uti-
lizing the KITTI datasets [48], NTU-VIRAL datasets [49] and
data collected from our platform. The KITTI dataset comprises
data collected from vehicles, while the NTU-VIRAL dataset
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consists of data collected from aerial drones. These datasets
exhibit diverse motion states, providing a comprehensive eval-
uation of the proposed HDA-LVIO system.

We select a set of benchmark algorithms, namely LOAM
[3], VINS-MONO [6], FAST-LVIO [35], R3LIVE [36], and
FAST-LIO [40] to demonstrate the superior localization ac-
curacy of the proposed HDA-LVIO algorithm. Among these
benchmark algorithms, LOAM is a LiDAR odometry, VINS-
MONO is a Visual-Inertial odometry, FAST-LIO is a LiDAR-
Inertial odometry, while both R3LIVE and FAST-LVIO are
LiDAR-Visual-Inertial odometry systems. And all experiments
are conducted on a desktop computer equipped with an Intel
Core i7-9700 processor running at 3.0GHz. The proposed
HDA-LVIO and the benchmark algorithms are all operated
in the Robot Operating System (ROS) [50], an open-source
communication framework.

Absolute Trajectory Error (ATE) metric, as described in
[51], are utilized to evaluate the localization accuracy. And
the ATE metric can be computed as follows:

ATE =

√√√√ 1

N

N∑
i=1

∥∥tiest − tigt
∥∥ (49)

where tiest is the position estimated with odometry algorithm,
and tigt is the groundtruth position.

A. NTU-VIRAL datasets

In the NTU-VIRAL datasets, a DJI M600 Pro hexacopter
is employed to carry the sensor setup. The sensor parameters
are detailed in Table II. We conduct comparative experiments
using nine segments of data from this dataset, encompassing
both indoor scenes (nya *) and outdoor scenes (eee * and
sbs *). The localization results are presented in Fig. 7, 8,
and 9. In detail, Fig. 7 illustrates the motion trajectory and
localization error curves for the (eee *) data series, while Fig.
8 pertains to the (nya *) data series, and Fig. 9 corresponds
to the (sbs *) data series. Distinct colors are employed to
differentiate trajectories and localization errors associated with
different algorithms: VINS-MONO is represented by blue,
LOAM by brown, R3LIVE by green, FAST-LIVO by purple,
FAST-LIO by yellow, the proposed HDA-LVIO by red, and
the groundtruth trajectory by black. The data segments selected
from the NTU-VIRAL dataset encompass a significant amount
of spatial motion, making them crucial for a comprehensive
evaluation of the effectiveness of the proposed HDA-LVIO
algorithm.

The trajectory error plot clearly demonstrates that the pro-
posed HDA-LVIO attains consistently minimal localization
errors, virtually converging to zero meters compared to other
benchmark algorithms. To provide a qualitative assessment of
the localization accuracy achieved by HDA-LVIO, we compute
the ATE for each data segment, and the results are summarized
in Table I. The data presented in this table further emphasizes
that the proposed algorithm consistently achieves the highest
level of accuracy in localization on each data segment.

The improved localization accuracy of the proposed HDA-
LVIO can primarily be attributed to three key factors. Firstly,

Fig. 7. The trajectory and localization error output from comparision
algorithms and HDA-LVIO in segments eee * of NTU-VIRAL datasets.

the data segments selected from the NTU VIRAL dataset
represent urban environments with numerous planar structures.
And the proposed HDA-LVIO extracts the central point of
these planes and projects onto the image, obtaining the pro-
jection point and establishing the reprojection error used for
localization. Importantly, the depth of these planes undergo
continuous and gradual changes. Even with a slight deviation
in the initial state of image frame, the method ensures that
the depth error of the projection points remains within an
effective range. In contrast, both the R3LIVE and FAST-
LIVO directly project LiDAR points onto the image. However,
due to the presence of the edge scene in the environment,
significant errors may be introduced into the depth of the
projection points using these methods. These errors have a
detrimental impact on the calculation accuracy of the re-
projection error, ultimately leading to reduced localization
accuracy. Secondly, the proposed HDA-LVIO utilizes a sliding
window approach to recover depth of image feature points,
which relies on a sequence of accurate VIS state within
the window. Furthermore, tracking failure of feature points
resulting from rapid motion conditions are addressed based on
the epipolar geometric constraints, ensuring thorough parallax
between feature points within the sliding window to maintain
depth recovery accuracy. Thirdly, in contrast to FAST-LIVO
and R3LIVE, which solely rely on projection points, the
proposed HDA-LVIO leverages both projection points and
feature points to compute the reprojection error and employs
them as observations for ESIKF to estimate VIS state. Since
capitalizing on environmental information constraints from
both LiDAR and Visual, the proposed method can enhance
the estimation accuray of VIS state.

In addition to evaluating localization accuracy, we conduct
a comparative analysis of the runtime between the proposed
HDA-LVIO and other benchmark algorithms. Considering that
the VIS and LIS operate concurrently within the proposed
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TABLE I
ATE OF THE COMPARISON ALGORITHMS AND THE PROPOSED HDA-LVIO IN NTU-VIRAL DATASET.

ATE (m) VINS-MONO LOAM FAST-LIO R3LIVE FAST-LIVO HDA-LVIO

eee 01 1.64 0.22 0.13 0.41 0.16 0.12
eee 02 0.72 0.24 0.15 0.72 0.37 0.13
eee 03 1.05 0.17 0.16 0.92 0.41 0.14

nya 01 1.48 0.25 0.12 0.42 0.29 0.09
nya 02 0.58 0.31 0.14 0.42 0.16 0.12
nya 03 1.33 0.23 0.15 0.36 0.45 0.15

sbs 01 3.78 0.26 0.14 0.49 0.52 0.12
sbs 02 1.54 0.19 0.14 0.47 1.10 0.10
sbs 03 1.30 0.50 0.13 0.35 0.17 0.08

TABLE II
THE PARAMETER OF SENSORS UTILIZED IN NTU-VIRAL DATASETS.

Sensor Description

uEye
1221 LE5

a monochrome global-shutter camera,
with a resolution of 752×480.

VectorNav
VN1003

a MEMS IMU, with raw data rate of
400Hz and gyro in-run bias (5− 7)◦/hr.

Ouster OS1 a 16-channel (−16◦, 16◦)
LiDAR, rotating at 10 Hz.

Leica
Nova MS60

a scanning total station,
providing the ground truth of localization.

TABLE III
RUNIME OF THE COMPARISON ALGORITHMS AND THE PROPOSED

HDA-LVIO IN NTU-VIRAL DATASET.

runtime
(ms)

VINS-
MONO LOAM

FAST-
LIO R3LIVE

FAST-
LIVO

HDA-
LVIO

LIS – 38.24 25.75 23.54 28.37 34.79

VIS 26.46 – – 20.59 23.54 36.87

HDA-LVIO system, we compare their runntime individually.
And the detail results are recorded in Table III. To ensure a
comprehensive comparison, even though LOAM is a LiDAR-
based odometry without IMU assistance, we still evaluated
its runntime performance alongside the LIS in the proposed
HDA-LVIO. For the runtime of LIS, it is worth noting that
the LIS implementations in R3LIVE and FAST-LIVO closely
correspond with FAST-LIO, and all three demonstrate compa-
rable running time of approximately 25 ms. Conversely, the
runntime of the LIS component in the proposed HDA-LVIO
is measured at 34.79 ms. This difference can be attributed
to the integration of an incremental adaptive plane extraction
algorithm within the LIS component of the proposed HDA-
LVIO. However, it is essential to emphasize that the proposed
plane extraction algorithm employs an incremental strategy

and utilizes a hash table to efficiently manage the extracted
planes, ensuring that the runtime of LIS component in the
proposed HDA-LVIO remains compliant with real-time oper-
ational requirements.

Regarding the runtime of the VIS, the results in Table
III indicate that the VIS component in the proposed HDA-
LVIO requires 36.87ms, which exceeds the runtime of other
algorithms. This difference can be primarily attributed to two
key reasons: Firstly, the VIS component in the proposed
HDA-LVIO employs a sliding window approach for depth
restoration of feature points. It also utilizes the epipolar geo-
metric constraints-based method for recovering feature points
that cannot be accurately tracked within the sliding window.
Furthermore, the VIS component simultaneously employs both
feature points and projection points to construct reprojection
errors, which are used as observations within the ESIKF for
state estimation. However, the runntime of VIS in the proposed
HDA-LVIO shows that it meets the real-time requirements.

Fig. 8. The trajectory and localization error output from comparision
algorithms and HDA-LVIO in segments nya * of NTU-VIRAL datasets.
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Fig. 9. The trajectory and localization error output from comparision
algorithms and HDA-LVIO in segments sbs * of NTU-VIRAL datasets.

B. KITTI datasets
The KITTI dataset is a widely used SLAM dataset and

the utilization of this dataset affords us the opportunity to
juxtapose the proposed HDA-LVIO with a substantial corpus
of preceding research. And the sensor parameters in KITTI
are depicted in Table IV. We chose data segments 00, 02,
and 05 to validate the efficacy of the proposed HDA-LVIO.
And the trajectory are depicted in Fig. 10, 11 and 12. The
color of the trajectory in these figures are consistent with Sec.
IV-A. Considering that the KITTI dataset is gathered from
a ground vehicle, we exclusively present trajectories within
the X-Y plane. To effectively illustrate the enhancements in
localization accuracy achieved by the proposed HDA-LVIO
system, we magnify specific regions within the trajectory.
These magnified regions are delineated by red dotted lines.
These figures clearly demonstrate that the proposed algorithm
yields significantly improvement in localization accuracy. For
a more detailed quantitative analysis, we compute the ATE
for these trajectories and depict the results in Table V. The
localization results clearly indicate that the proposed algorithm
outperforms other algorithms in terms of localization accuracy.

C. Our platform data
To further validate the improvement of the proposed HDA-

LVIO system in localization, an experimental platform is
established as Fig. 13 and the parameter of the sensor suite
are depicted in Table VI. We collected data both in indoors
and outdoors, where outdoor data used RTK as a reference,
and indoor accuracy is determined based on position deviation
between the starting and ending points. Due to significant drift
observed in VINS-MONO, possibly due to limited vehicle
height to capture adequate feature information, we opted not
to compare it with the proposed HDA-LVIO.

Fig. 10. The trajectory output from comparision algorithms and HDA-
LVIO in segment 00 of KITTI datasets.

Fig. 11. The trajectory output from comparision algorithms and HDA-
LVIO in segment 02 of KITTI datasets.

Fig. 12. The trajectory output from comparision algorithms and HDA-
LVIO in segment 05 of KITTI datasets.

Fig. 13. The sensor suite utilized in our platform.
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TABLE IV
THE PARAMETER OF SENSORS UTILIZED IN KITTI DATASETS.

Sensor Description

Point Grey
Flea 2

(FL2-14S3C-C)

a color global-shutter
camera with 1.4 megapixels.

OXTS TR
3003

an integrated navigation system,
utilizing MEMS IMU (100Hz) and
RTK,achieves a localization error of

less than 5 cm, serving as
the ground truth for localization.

Velodyne
HDL-64E

a 64-channel (−24.33◦, 2◦) LiDAR,
rotating at 10 Hz. And the

azimuth angular resolution is 0.09◦.

1) Outdoor data: We gathered environmental data around
the teaching building to validate the effectiveness of our
proposed algorithm. The map generated by our HDA-LVIO
approach is dipicted in Fig. 14, with the yellow star repre-
senting the initial position and the purple arrow indicating the
general motion direction. To facilitate a clearly examination
of the map’s details, we zoom in on two specific regions,
respectively represented by the blue and red rectangles.

Fig. 14. The outdoor map established with the proposed HDA-LVIO.

The localization results of the reference algorithm and the
proposed algorithm are shown in Fig. 15. We zoom in on two
specific areas and outlined them with red rectangles for closer
examination. Upon closer inspection of the enlarged image,
it becomes evident that the localization result generated by
the proposed HDA-LVIO closely aligns with the ground truth
trajectory.

2) Indoor data: We collected indoor data within the teaching
building, and to better visualize positioning drift, we devised
a circular route while employing ground markers to ensure
the distance between the start and end points remained within
1cm. The indoor environment map constructed with the pro-
posed algorithm is shown in Fig. 16, where the yellow star
points represent the starting and ending points of the trajectory,
and the purple arrows are the approximate running direction
of the trajectory. We have chosen to zoom in on two specific
areas to provide a clearer illustration of the precision of
our map construction. As depicted in the enlarged images,
the map generated by our proposed HDA-LVIO method re-
alistically and vividly represents the environmental details.

Fig. 15. The localization result with our platform in outdoor environment.

Notably, our testing took place in a challenging corridor-like
environment, where mapping and positioning posed greater
difficulties. However, our proposed algorithm, leveraging both
planar data from LiDAR and feature information from images,
has demonstrated its capability to yield favorable mapping
outcomes even in such demanding environments.

Fig. 16. The indoor map established with the proposed HDA-LVIO.

Fig. 17. The localization result with our platform in indoor environment.

The trajectories obtained by the proposed algorithm and the
comparison algorithm are shown in Fig.17. As depicted in the
figure, the trajectory produced by the proposed HDA-LVIO
closely resembles a rectangle, aligning well with the actual
environment. Furthermore, the end point of the trajectory
generated by the proposed method is in proximity to the
start point, providing qualitative validation of the algorithm’s
effectiveness in localization. Simultaneously, we calculate the
distance between the starting point and the end point, and
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TABLE V
ATE OF THE COMPARISON ALGORITHMS AND THE PROPOSED HDA-LVIO IN KITTI DATASET.

ATE (m) VINS-MONO LOAM FAST-LIO R3LIVE FAST-LIVO HDA-LVIO

00 14.97 8.24 5.75 8.27 6.13 2.94
02 26.46 17.73 7.22 14.57 9.32 5.14
05 19.35 4.29 3.71 3.69 3.16 2.03

TABLE VI
THE PARAMETER OF SENSORS UTILIZED IN OUR PLATFORM.

Sensor Description

Basler
acA1440-73gc

delivers 20 frames per
second at 1.6 MP resolution.

BMI088 a MEMS IMU rating at 200 Hz,
built-in the Livox Avia.

Livox Avia
a non-repetitive scanning LiDAR with

the horizontal field of view (FOV)
of 70.4◦ and vertical FOV of 77.2◦.

RTK
with localization error less

than 5 cm,is adopted as
the ground truth for localization.

Scout mini
a differential steering chassis with

speed up to 10.8 km/h and
angular velocity up to 150◦/s.

TABLE VII
ATE OF THE COMPARISON ALGORITHMS AND THE PROPOSED

HDA-LVIO IN DATA FROM OUR PLATFORM.

ATE (m) LOAM
FAST-
LIO R3LIVE

FAST-
LIVO

HDA-
LVIO

outdoor 8.57 2.19 2.63 3.74 1.56
indoor 31.08 12.63 14.77 24.70 7.32

these values are recorded in Table VII. The distance between
the starting and final points for the proposed algorithms is 7.32
meters, whereas other algorithms exceed 10 meters in distance.
The most substantial deviation is observed with LOAM, which
extends up to 30 meters. This observation underscores the
capacity of the proposed algorithm to significantly enhance
localization accuracy, even in challenging scenarios, such as
corridors.

V. CONCLUSION

HDA-LVIO, a LiDAR-Visual-Inertial odometry system
based on hybrid data association, is introduced with the
primary goal of achieving high-precision localization and
mapping in urban environments. HDA-LVIO comprises two
subsystems: VIS and LIS. Within the LIS component, we
employ an ESIKF for global map construction. Furthermore,
an innovative incremental adaptive plane extraction algorithm

is incorporated for environmental plane extraction from the
global map constructed by LIS. In the VIS component, slid-
ing window optimization is adopted for feature point depth
estimation and the epipolar geometric constraints-based ap-
proach is employed to recover feature points that may fail
to be tracked within the sliding window. Subsequently, both
projection points and feature points are concurrently employed
to formulate reprojection errors, which serve as observation
values for ESIKF in the VIS. Extensive experiments are
conducted to validate the accurate localization capabilities
of HDA-LVIO within urban scenarios. Nonetheless, two key
issues have been identified during these experiments. Firstly,
a challenge is posed by the increased computational load
of the HDA-LVIO algorithm, attributed to its utilization of
both projection and feature points for VIS state estimation,
coupled with the inclusion of plane extraction and feature point
estimation algorithms. Additionally, the presence of dynamic
objects in the urban environment may impact the hybrid data
association in the proposed HDA-LVIO system and potentially
result in reduced accuracy. Therefore, our future research
efforts will focus on mitigating these challenges by reducing
the computational complexity of the HDA-LVIO algorithm and
addressing the influence of dynamic objects.
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