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Abstract— Line features are valid complements for point fea-
tures in man-made environments. 3D-2D constraints provided
by line features have been widely used in Visual Odometry
(VO) and Structure-from-Motion (SfM) systems. However, how
to accurately solve three-view relative motion only with 2D
observations of points and lines in real time has not been fully
explored. In this paper, we propose a novel three-view pose
solver based on rotation-translation decoupled estimation. First,
a high-precision rotation estimation method based on normal
vector coplanarity constraints that consider the uncertainty of
observations is proposed, which can be solved by Levenberg-
Marquardt (LM) algorithm efficiently. Second, a robust linear
translation constraint that minimizes the degree of the rotation
components and feature observation components in equations
is elaborately designed for estimating translations accurately.
Experiments on synthetic data and real-world data show that
the proposed approach improves both rotation and translation
accuracy compared to the classical trifocal-tensor-based method
and the state-of-the-art two-view algorithm in outdoor and
indoor environments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Line features have long been believed as a provably valid
complement for point features in man-made environments
[1], [2], which can significantly enhance the robustness
of pose estimation, particularly in weak-texture scenarios.
Consequently, they have been integrated into VO systems
[3] and SfM systems [4] in recent years.

In existing point-line-based VO systems [2], [3], [5], [6]
or SfM systems [4], line features mainly contribute to pose
estimation with the correspondences between 3D landmarks
and 2D observations [7], [8]. However, at the start of these
systems, there are no 3D structures before triangulation. It
means that an initial pose should be estimated only with 2D
observations. Although a non-real-time relative pose solver
with 2D points and lines has been proposed to address weak-
texture cases in SfM applications [9], only point features
are used to obtain the initial pose in most existing point-
line-based VO systems [2], [3], [5], [6] due to the lack
of an accurate and real-time point-line-based relative pose
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estimator. There is no doubt that this absence will limit
further applications of lines in VO systems.

For most applications of relative pose estimation in VO
systems, the essential matrix is widely used in two-view
calibrated cases. It can be estimated accurately and efficiently
with five points [10], [11]. However, due to the mixing
parameters of rotation and translation, these methods suf-
fer from solution multiplicity, planar degeneracy, and pure
rotation degeneracy [12], [13]. To settle these problems,
Kneip et al. [12] proposed a solution that achieved decoupled
estimation of rotation and translation by introducing an
equivalent constraint to the essential matrix, known as the
normal epipolar constraint (NEC). Their later work [13]
provided a real-time solver for NEC. Besides, Muhle et
al. [14] considered the position uncertainty of points and
proposed a solution for the NEC problem with iteratively
reweighted least square (IRLS) algorithm [15], called PNEC.
These methods gradually get more attention and replace
essential-matrix-based methods in odometry systems [16]–
[18]. We extend this idea to the point-line-based cases.

When referring to line features without any priors, it is
necessary to consider observations from at least three frames
[19]. Three-view relative pose estimation is believed as a fall-
back when two-view pose estimation fails [20]. In theory, 6
lines or 4 points are enough to solve the calibrated three-view
pose problems, known as minimal solutions [19]. However,
these solvers yield much more spurious solutions than two-
view minimal solvers due to more non-linear constraints and
variables being introduced, thus believed as hard minimal
problems [21]. As shown in [1], there might be up to 600
solutions under a 6-line configuration. Although Ding et al.
[22] leveraged the Homotopy Continuation (HC) algorithm
[23] to settle the multiple-solution problem, their algorithm
cannot perform real-time calculations on CPU. For point-line
cases, the minimal problems have just been completely clas-
sified in [24], [25]. In addition to facing multiple solutions,
different point-line configurations also need to be discussed
separately, further increasing the difficulties in practical
applications. Fabbri et al. [9] proposed an HC-based method
for solving two minimal problems among them. However,
this method is still non-real-time. When considering more
features, the solving process will become much easier. A
classical approach is the trifocal-tensor-based method [19],
which can lead to a real-time linear solver with no less
than 13 lines, 7 points, or a mixture of them. However,
it overlooks the non-linear internal constraints of rotations,
consequently failing to deliver satisfactory accuracy. Besides,
this method cannot handle planar or pure rotation degeneracy
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due to the mixing parameter problem.
The aforementioned state of affairs motivates us to design

an accurate and real-time point-line-based relative pose esti-
mation algorithm capable of addressing situations involving
pure rotation or planar degeneracy. The contributions of this
paper are summarized as follows:

• An accurate and Real-Time pose estimator with Points
and Lines is proposed, which estimates Rotation and
Translation separately, allowing it to handle pure rota-
tion degeneracy and planar degeneracy, namely RT2PL.

• Two forms of coplanarity constraints for rotation es-
timation with lines are proposed. We prove that one
form is superior to another on convergence through
experiments. Then the better one is combined with NEC
leading to a point-line-based rotation solver, which can
be easily solved by LM algorithm in real time. Addi-
tionally, the cost function integrates position uncertainty
of points and lines, improving resilience to noise.

• A novel point-line-based linear translation constraint
is introduced, meticulously designed to minimize the
degree of the product of rotation and feature observa-
tions, thereby enhancing the resilience against rotation
estimation errors and observation noises.

• Extensive experiments on synthetic and real-world data
demonstrate the effectiveness of RT2PL, which outper-
forms both the classical trifocal-tensor-based method
and the state-of-the-art two-view algorithm in general
and degeneracy cases.

II. ROTATION ESTIMATION

NEC [13] constructed by point observations leads to an
estimator where the rotation is recovered in a decoupled way.
Inspired by it, for line features, normal back-projected con-
straint (NBC) is proposed in this paper. Integrating them and
considering observation uncertainty results in a probability-
aware point-line-based rotation estimation method.

A. Background-NEC

The observations in two images of a 3D points are set as
kf , k = 0, 1, whose homogeneous coordinates kf are

kf =
[
ku kv 1

]T
, k = 0, 1. (1)

The unit bearing vector corresponding to kf is

kb =
K−1kf∥∥K−1kf

∥∥
2

, (2)

where K is the camera intrinsics matrix. The epipolar plane
corresponding to the 3D point is defined by its two bearing
vectors. The normal vector of the epipolar plane represented
in frame 0 is obtained by

0n = 0b×R01
1b (3)

where Rab ∈ SO(3) denotes the rotation that takes 3D
features from frame b to frame a. The normal vectors of
all these epipolar planes span a plane orthogonal to the
direction of translation between two frames. The direction of

the translation represented in frame 0 is 0t1 (see Fig. 1(a)).
NEC constraint enforces the coplanarity of normal vectors
of epipolar planes and builds the following error:

0e =
∣∣0tT1 0n

∣∣ . (4)

Assuming the number of 3D points that are observed by the
two frames is m, the sum of the squares of these errors is

Epoint =

m∑
j=1

0e2j = 0tT1
0M0t1, (5)

where

0M =

m∑
j=1

0nj
0nT

j . (6)

Minimizing Eq. (5) is equal to minimizing the minimal
eigenvalue of 0M, denoted by λmin

0M ,

R01 = argmin
R01

Epoint = argmin
R01

λmin
0M , (7)

Eq. (7) is the core of decoupled rotation estimation.

B. Normal Back-projected Constraint

We propose NBC for rotation estimation with lines. 2D
observation of a 3D line in the k-th image is represented as
kl with its polar coordinates [kρ, kθ],

kl =
[
sin kθ −coskθ kρ

]T
. (8)

The back-projected plane that passes through the k-th camera
optical center and kl is represented as kπk = [knT

k , 0]
T ,

where knk is normal unit vector of the plane,

knk =
KT kl

∥KT kl∥2
. (9)

If all normal vectors of back-projected planes corresponding
to the line landmark are represented in a unified coordinate
system (frame 1 for example), they will span a plane or-
thogonal to the direction of the landmark 1r (see Fig. 1(b)).
Therefore, the error of the model can be built as below,

1ek =
∣∣1rT 1nk

∣∣ = ∣∣1rTR1k
knk

∣∣ , (10)

where 1nk denotes the normal vector of the k-th back-
projected plane represented in frame 1. Each line corre-
spondence across three frames can provide a coplanarity
constraint. Assuming the number of 3D lines that can be
observed by three frames is n. The cost function can be
constructed similarly to NEC as below,

Eline =

n∑
i=1

2∑
k=0

1e2k,i =

n∑
i=1

1rTi
1Mi

1ri =

n∑
i=1

λmin
1Mi

, (11)

where

1Mi =

2∑
k=0

1nk,i
1nT

k,i. (12)
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(b) Normal Back-projected Constraint (NBC)

Fig. 1. Geometry of the Constraints (a) For clarity, we only show a constraint provided by three correspondences (α, β, and γ) in two frames. (b) For
clarity, we only show a constraint provided by a line across three frames.

We still use λmin
1Mi

denoting the minimal eigenvalue of 1Mi.
Enforcing each error item led by n coplanarity constraints
to zero, the problem can be solved by

[R10 R12] = argmin
[R10 R12]


λmin

1M1

λmin
1M2

...
λmin

1Mn

 . (13)

It is worth noticing that, under the aforementioned con-
straints, there is no need to have any prior information about
3D lines, such as the directions of lines 1ri, which are the
eigenvectors related to those minimal eigenvalues.

Another Form for NBC: The coplanarity constraint can
be built in another error form:

1ei =
∣∣1nT

0 (
1n1 × 1n2)

∣∣
=
∣∣(∣∣1n0

1n1
1n2

∣∣)∣∣
=
∣∣(∣∣1Ni

∣∣)∣∣ , (14)

where 1Ni is a matrix constructed by 1n0, 1n1, and 1n2. It
has the following relationship with 1Mi in Eq. (12):

1Mi =
1NT

i
1Ni. (15)

Therefore,
1ei =

√∣∣1Mi

∣∣ =√∏λ1Mi
. (16)

The sum of squares of these residuals is given by

Eline =

n∑
i=1

1e2i =

n∑
i=1

(
∏

λ1Mi
). (17)

Enforcing each error item to zero, the problem is built as

[R10 R12] = argmin
[R10 R12]


∏

λ1M1∏
λ1M2

...∏
λ1Mn

 . (18)

We call these two forms of NBC as minimal eigenvalue
form (Eq. (13), NBC-mini) and eigenvalue multiplication
form (Eq. (18), NBC-mult), respectively. The geometric
meaning of one item in NBC-mini is the sum of squares
of distances between the unit normal vectors and the fitted
plane. The geometric meaning of one item in NBC-mult is
the volume of the parallelepiped constructed by the three
unit vectors. The experiments in Sec. IV-A will show that
the NBC-mult form outperforms the NBC-mini form on the
behavior of the cost function and the initial value resilience.

C. Rotation Part of RT2PL

Considering three frames with m point correspondences
and n line correspondences, the total cost function is the
combination of Eq. (5) and Eq. (17):

E(R10,R12) = Epoint(R10) +Epoint(R12)

+Eline(R10,R12).
(19)

Although Eq. (19) enforces the coplanarity of normals of
epipolar planes and the coplanarity of normals of back-
projected planes, the importance of different features in the
cost function is ignored, which has a significant impact on
the estimator’s performance [14]. According to Eq. (17), it
is observed that the cost function constructed by lines is
in the form of the sum of squared errors, similar to the
point-based method Eq. (5). Each error term is only related
to a single correspondence. Therefore, an IRLS version for
solving the NBC problem, named PNBC, can be constructed
naturally in a similar way to the PNEC [14]. To avoid the
affection of occlusion and fragmentation problems, we model
the uncertainty of line features as our previous work [26] and
set the vertical uncertainty as σ2

line, then the covariance of
line observation is given by

Λkli =

[
2
c2σ

2
line − 2d

c2 σ
2
line

− 2d
c2 σ

2
line

(
1
2 + 2d2

c2

)
σ2
line

]
, (20)

where c is the line segment length, and d is the distance
from the foot point to the midpoint of the line segment.
The covariance of the normal vector of the back-projected
plane Λknk,i

can be given by the unscented transform [27]
according to Eq. (8). The weight of the error item related to
the i-th line is

wline,i =
(
σ2
i

)−1
=

(
2∑

k=0

∂ei
∂knk,i

T

Λknk,i

∂ei
∂knk,i

)−1

.

(21)
Considering the point weights wpoint, obtained by the inverse
of the variance of residual (Eq. (4) in [14]), together, the
IRLS version of Eq. (19) is

E(R10,R12) =

m10∑
j=1

w
(01)
point,j

1e2j (R10) +

m12∑
j=1

w
(12)
point,j

1e2j (R12)

+

n∑
i=1

wline,i
1e2i (R10,R12).

(22)



All of the weights are initialized as 1, and when the opti-
mization solved by LM algorithm is convergent, the weight
of each item will be updated with new estimated rotations.

III. TRANSLATION ESTIMATION

Whatever point or line features, the constraints about the
translation will be linear when rotation is known. To build a
linear constraint for translation with points and lines together,
at least three frames should be considered. We set the general
form of the constraint of translation among three frames as

BGt0 +CGt1 +DGt2 = 0, (23)

where B, C, and D denote coefficient matrix defined by rota-
tions and feature correspondences, Gt0, Gt1, and Gt2 denote
the global translation about frame 0, 1, and 2 respectively. We
extend the concept in [28] and call the constraints similar to
Eq. (23) as linear global translation (LiGT) constraints what-
ever the type of observations. Intuitively, when the degree of
rotation components and observation components are lower,
the impact of rotation estimation errors and the noise of
observations on translation estimation will be smaller. Thus
finding a lower degree coefficient matrix of Eq. (23) about
rotation and observation may be good for the stability of
translation estimation.

A. Point-based LiGT

For point correspondences, the relative translation 0t1 can
be given by essential matrix constraints:

0f
T
E01

1f = 0f
T
[0t1]×R01

1f = 0f
T
[R01

1f ]×
0t1 = 0,

(24)
where E01 denotes the essential matrix between frame 0 and
frame 1. The [v]× denotes the skew-symmetric matrix related
to the vector v. Different from [28], we just consider the
essential matrix constraint of relative translation 0t1, 0t2,
and 1t2 together and represent these relative translations
with global translations, i.e. 0t1 = R0G(

Gt1 − Gt0), 0t2 =
R0G(

Gt2−Gt0), and 1t2 = R1G(
Gt2−Gt1). The coefficient

matrices can be obtained by transforming the three essential
matrix constraints into the form of LiGT Eq. (23):

B =

−(0f
T
[R01

1f ]×R0G)

−(0f
T
[R02

2f ]×R0G)
01×3


C =

 0f
T
[R01

1f ]×R0G

01×3

−1f
T
[R12

2f ]×R1G


D = −(B+C).

(25)

According to Eq. (25), the degree of rotation components and
observation components in the coefficient are both equal to
2, which is lower than those in [28] with 3 degrees and 5
degrees, respectively.

B. Line-based LiGT

For lines, according to the trifocal tensor constraints [19],

0 = [0n]×
[
(2tT0

2n)R01
1n− (1tT0

1n)R02
2n
]

= ([0n]×R01
1n)2nT 2t0 − ([0n]×R02

2n)1nT 1t0,
(26)

we proposed a line-based LiGT. Specifically, we refined the
constraints Eq. (26) in two ways. First, we represent the
relative translation in the global frame. Second, it is observed
that the direction of the vector ([0n]×R01

1n) and the vector
([0n]×R02

2n) are both equal to the line direction represented
in the frame 0 (0r) ideally. To mitigate the impact of noise,
we retain only the magnitudes of the two vectors and replace
their directions with the estimated direction of the line. Thus
the coefficient matrices are given below:

B = sgn(0rT [0n]×R01
1n)

∥∥[0n]×R01
1n
∥∥ 2nTR2G

− sgn(0rT [0n]×R02
2n)

∥∥[0n]×R02
2n
∥∥ 1nTR1G

C = sgn(0rT [0n]×R02
2n)

∥∥[0n]×R02
2n
∥∥ 1nTR1G

D = −(B+C),

(27)

where, sgn(·) is a sign function. When the minimal eigen-
value corresponds to the line direction is large, the line will
be removed. Therefore, the value of the sign function in Eq.
(27) gets rid of rotation errors and observation noises. The
degrees of the rotation and observation components in Eq.
(27) are 2 and 3, which are lower than those in the LiGT
form proposed by [1], which are 3 and 5, respectively.

C. Translation Part of RT2PL

For point-line-based LiGT, we use Eq. (25) for point
features and Eq. (27) for line features. The Singular Value
Decomposition solves the entire linear problem, ensuring
speed and independence from the number of features.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we first conduct thorough experiments
using synthetic data to validate both the fusion strategy
and the uncertainty weighting strategy. Simultaneously, the
experiments with synthetic data will show the advantages
of our method in terms of degeneracy resilience and noise
resistance. Then experiments on real-world data will further
confirm the accuracy advantages of our method.

A. Experiments in Synthetic Scenes

To evaluate the performance of the proposed methods,
we generate synthetic scenes based on the manner in [13].
Three frames are generated, with the first frame fixed.
The orientation of the second frame relative to the first
is generated using random Euler angles constrained to an
absolute value of 0.5 radians. The orientation of the third
frame relative to the second one follows the same procedure.
The two relative translations between consecutive frames are
generated with a uniformly distributed random direction and
a maximum magnitude of 2. The 3D point landmarks and
the 3D endpoints of the line landmarks are obtained from
uniformly distributed random points around the origin of the
first frame with a distance between 4 and 8. Simultaneously,



TABLE I
RELATIVE POSE ACCURACY AT DIFFERENT NOISE LEVELS

Cases General case Planar degeneracy Pure rotation degeneracy
Noise [pix] 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
Metric [deg] erot et erot erot et erot et et erot et erot et erot et erot et erot erot erot erot

7pt [19]/8pt [29] † 0.47 1.10 0.89 2.12 1.36 3.17 1.85 4.37 23.94 110.1 25.43 108.2 25.51 108.0 25.29 110.9 305.8 0.07 0.14 0.22
5pt-nist [10] 3.32 4.27 3.56 5.87 4.76 6.85 4.86 7.34 6.25 14.52 4.83 12.64 6.00 14.03 5.56 12.89 1.12 0.22 0.46 0.93
5pt-stew [11] 0.39 0.63 0.68 1.11 1.00 1.61 1.41 2.24 14.12 38.93 4.19 9.55 4.74 10.46 4.60 10.57 73.89 0.19 0.41 0.72
l-trifocal [19] 2.94 4.26 6.15 8.85 9.10 13.16 12.12 17.70 163.2 115.1 157.0 107.9 155.1 106.7 156.6 108.8 158.4 150.9 151.4 152.2
p-trifocal [19] 0.37 0.76 0.77 1.59 1.24 2.52 1.57 3.31 24.35 111.4 24.91 108.0 24.83 105.2 24.52 107.4 0.04 0.08 0.14 0.22
pl-trifocal [19] 0.23 0.45 0.49 0.95 0.72 1.42 0.93 1.88 24.37 111.0 23.20 105.4 23.22 103.1 23.49 106.9 0.07 0.07 0.13 0.21
NEC [13] 0.20 0.32 0.37 0.61 0.55 0.90 0.71 1.17 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.72 0.57 1.26 0.79 1.71 0.00 0.06 0.13 0.20
PNEC [14] 0.13 0.22 0.27 0.46 0.40 0.69 0.55 0.97 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.52 0.45 1.06 0.63 1.41 0.00 0.06 0.09 0.15

NBC (Ours w/o IRLS & Points) 0.28 0.74 0.54 1.58 0.88 2.69 1.19 3.97 0.00 0.00 0.41 1.23 0.86 2.83 1.32 4.79 0.58 0.07 0.13 0.20
RT2PL (Ours) 0.07 0.14 0.14 0.27 0.21 0.40 0.29 0.55 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.21 0.16 0.42 0.25 0.64 0.00 0.03 0.05 0.07

†
For fair comparisons, all algorithms conduct their non-minimal version. 7pt falls back to 8pt under this configuration.
The experiment at each noise level is repeated 1000 times, and the average values are presented.
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Fig. 2. Ablation experiments. The confighuration is set same as Tab I. Each value is averaged over 1000 random experiments.
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Fig. 3. Convergence and resilience to outliers. 100 random points and 100
random lines are generated for this experiment. All algorithms are embedded
into a RANSAC scheme with the same outlier threshold and inlier criteria.
Following the manner in [13], the Five features are used as the sample set
for 5pt-nist and 5pt-stew. Ten features are used as the sample sets for all
non-minimal solvers.

the focal length of the virtual camera is set to 800. Gaussian
noise is introduced to perturb each point and each endpoint
in images. The standard deviation of Gaussian noise serves
as the noise level for both point and line observations. We
compare our method on the synthetic scenes to 9 classical
or state-of-the-art methods:

• 6 two-view pose estimation methods: namely 5pt-nist
[10], 5pt-stew [11], 7pt [19], 8pt [29], NEC [13], and
PNEC [14].

• 3 three-view pose estimation methods [19]: a line-
based trifocal tensor method (l-trifocal), a point-based
trifocal tensor method (p-trifocal), and a point-line-
based trifocal tensor method (pl-trifocal).

The rotation estimation error metric erot is defined by the
sum of the absolute angle difference of two consecutive
relative rotations. The translation estimation error metric et
is defined by the sum of the absolute angle difference of two
consecutive relative translation directions.

Image Noise Resilience and Ablation Test: We generate
15 random points and 15 random lines (for comparing
our method to the line-based trifocal tensor method, which
needs at least 13 lines, two more lines for trifocal tensor

TABLE II
ESTIMATION TIME WITH 20% OUTLIER FRACTION (MS)

5pt-stew [11] NEC [14] PNEC [14] NBC (Ours) PNBC (Ours) RT2PL (Ours)

RASANC⋆ 2.44/38 4.53/63 4.53/63 6.70×2†/41 6.70×2†/41 (4.53+6.70)×2†/63+41
IRLS+Trans.‡ - - 1.17 - 0.46×2† 1.06×2†
Per relative pose Est. 2.44 4.53 5.70 6.70 7.16 12.29

⋆
Present the time of RANSAC and the number of iterations.

† ×2 means that those methods deal with two relative poses together.
‡

For NEC and NBC, the translation is computed in the RASANC frame-
work. For PNEC, we need the translation for weighting so that the transl-
ation is computed in each loop of IRLS. For lines, we do not need the
translation in the loop, therefore, the translation is computed after IRLS.

decomposition) without outliers and add different image
noise levels that vary from 0 pixels to 2 pixels. The step
size of the noise level is 0.1 pixels. The experiment with an
image noise level repeats 1000 times. The optimization in our
methods, as well as that in NEC [13] and PNEC [14], are
non-convex, making them sensitive to the initial point. We
set the starting value for them as a uniform variation around
the true rotation as the manner in [13] to ensure that the
global minimum is spotted for a proper evaluation of noise
resilience. Further discussion about convergence will be
shown in the next experiment. To demonstrate the benefits of
decoupled estimation, we simulate planar degeneracy cases
and pure rotation degeneracy cases by imposing features on
a plane and setting translation to zero, respectively.

The results in Tab. I show that the proposed method
(RT2PL) outperforms all of the comparative methods. And as
the noise level increases, its advantage will be further high-
lighted. This success is mainly attributed to the incorporation
of uncertainty weighting in the cost function and the fusion
of points and lines, which can be proven by the results of
the ablation experiment shown in Fig 2. Besides, the results
demonstrate that methods employing a decoupled estimation
scheme (NEC, PNEC, RT2PL) significantly outperform those
with mixture parameter problems when degeneracy occurs.
It is worth noting that the estimation error with NBC
constraints, which also utilizes the decoupled scheme, is not
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Fig. 4. Behavior of the NBC cost function. The testing environment
consists of 10 lines and no observation noise is added. Because the cost
function involved 6 unknowns, for visualization, we set one relative rotation
as the ground truth. We display the values of the cost function as the Cayley
parameters of the other rotation change. These parameters take on the ground
truth at [0.2, 0.2, 0.2]. The right figures display the cost function value
changes when z = 0.2. The cost function in the multiple form exhibits
smoother performance.

zero when the noise level equals zero in pure rotation cases,
as shown in the second to last row of Tab. I and Fig. 2(c).
It means that NBC cannot handle pure rotation degeneracy
cases. It is because when two arbitrary back-projected planes
overlap, the position of the third back-projected plane will be
unconstrained, i.e. the normals of the back-projected planes
of an arbitrary line feature are always coplanar. When the
noise level is not zero, the back-projected plane will not
strictly overlap which leads to smaller estimation errors.
Although NBC is degenerate in pure rotation cases, it can
also provide some useful constraints for pose estimation.
Thanks to the combination of point and line constraints,
the proposed method (RT2PL) gains a significant accuracy
improvement compared to PNEC [14] in pure rotation cases.

Convergence and Resilience to Outliers: We employed
the RANSAC [30] scheme to enhance the robustness of the
proposed algorithms in handling outliers. It is compared with
the five-point method [10], [11], NEC [13], and PNEC [14]
in a synthetic scene containing 100 points and 100 lines, with
up to 20% outliers in each type of measurement. The noise
is fixed to 0.5 pixels. For non-convex methods (NEC, PNEC,
and all proposed methods), we add random variation in each
RANSAC iteration, like that in [13], to try to avoid local
minima. The initial value is set to a zero vector. In the case of
IRLS-based methods (PNEC, PNBC, RT2PL), the RANSAC
scheme is only conducted during the initial loop of IRLS.
The results in Fig. 3 show that the random variation scheme
is also valid for proposed line-based rotation estimation. Due
to the higher sensitivity of line features to noise, as observed
in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, after executing separate RANSAC
operations for points and lines for RT2PL, we prefer using
the initial estimation generated by point-based RANSAC
with random variation when a sufficient number of point
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Fig. 5. Convergence analysis for two NBC forms. (a) Results of
RANSAC with random initialization. The configuration is the same as that
for Fig. 3. (b) Initial value resilience test. We set the initial values with
deviations ranging from 0◦ to 10◦ near the true values to test the algorithm’s
convergence without outliers. The noise is fixed to 0.5 pixels.
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Fig. 6. Resilience analysis for LiGT. (a) To assess rotation error resilience,
the noise level is set to 0 pixels, and rotation variation ranges from 0◦ to
10◦. (b) To test observation noise resilience, the rotation variation level is
fixed as 0◦, and the noise level varies from 0 pixels to 10 pixels. Each data
point in the plots represents the mean of 1000 trails.

features is available. Then the inliers of points and lines will
be used together to produce the initial estimation for the
IRLS process.

As mentioned in Sec. II-B, we propose two forms of
NBC constraints i.e. NBC-mini and NBC-mult. We adopt
the NBC-mult as the constraint for the line part in RT2PL.
This is because the cost function with NBC-mult constraint
has better behavior as outlined in Fig. 4. The results of a
further test for convergence of the two forms are shown in
Fig. 5. Compared with the NBC-mini form, the NBC-mult
form has better resilience to initial value as illustrated in Fig.
5(b). Therefore, as shown in Fig 5(a), NBC-mult will provide
more accurate results within the RANSAC framework with
the random variation scheme.

Runtime Analysis. To evaluate the running time of the
proposed method, we generated a synthetic scene consist-
ing of 100 points and 100 lines, with 20% outliers. The
experiments were conducted on an Intel Core i9-13900KS
CPU with 32GB of RAM. The results are presented in
Table II. While RT2PL takes 12.29 ms for each relative pose
estimation, slightly slower than PNEC [14], the optimization
process runs in real time and proves to be more efficient than
the method proposed in [9], which requires 660 ms for each
step of the minimal solver.

Comparison for Translation Estimation: To assess the
robustness of the proposed LiGT methods, experiments are
conducted in scenes with 10 points and 10 lines. We take the
rotation perturbation of ground truth and noisy observation
as the input. The results are shown in Fig. 6. The original
point-based LiGT [28] and the proposed point-based LiGT
are named Cai-LiGT and P-LiGT, respectively. Line-based
LiGT methods corresponding to [1] and Eq. (27) are named
Holt-LiGT and L-LiGT, respectively. The proposed point-
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TABLE III
COMPARISON ON KITTI DATASETS

5pt-stew [11] PNEC [14] RT2PL (Ours)
RRE RTE RRE RTE RRE RTE

Seq. (◦) ↓ (◦) ↓ (◦) ↓ (◦) ↓ (◦) ↓ (◦) ↓

00 0.136 4.925 0.121 4.561 0.113 3.347
01 1.367 50.605 0.977 45.585 0.505 30.228
02 0.145 2.690 0.106 2.190 0.096 1.998
03 0.086 4.769 0.065 4.952 0.048 1.696
04 0.074 1.131 0.034 0.513 0.036 0.527
05 0.090 9.991 0.062 10.601 0.052 10.407
06 0.082 2.085 0.037 0.836 0.045 1.477
07 0.213 18.660 0.188 18.612 0.154 18.275
08 0.112 8.913 0.062 8.501 0.048 7.965
09 0.086 1.554 0.067 1.643 0.050 1.067
10 0.107 8.582 0.063 5.371 0.060 3.141

Avg. 0.227 10.355 0.162 9.397 0.110 7.284

line-based LiGT is named PL-LiGT. As shown in Fig. 6,
we can observe that the proposed PL-LiGT exhibits superior
performance in both rotation error resilience and observation
noise resilience tests. It primarily benefits from the fusion
of point and line information and both constraints built by
the minimal-degree LiGT. Concurrently, the results reveal
that P-LiGT outperforms Cai-LiGT due to the lower degree
of rotation and observation. The comparison among line-
based LiGT methods yields consistent results. However, the
degree metrics become invalid when comparing constraints
with different features. For instance, L-LiGT possesses a
lower observation components degree than Cai-LiGT, yet
both exhibit the equivalent performance in noise resilience.
This observation confirms that the line constraints are more
sensitive to the observation noise than point constraints.

B. Experiments in Real-world Scenes

In this section, we evaluate the proposed method within
a three-frame odometry system on two public datasets,
including outdoor datasets (KITTI datasets [31]) and indoor
datasets (EuRoC MAV datasets [32]). Before showing the
results, we will introduce the implementation details of the
odometry system first. We construct a three-frame visual
odometry, which means the sliding window size is three,
for real-world experiments. For point features, FAST [33]
are extracted and tracked by a KLT algorithm [34]. The line
features are extracted by the LSD detector [35] and matched
by the LBD algorithm [36]. After RASNAC for points and
lines, point inliers and line inliers are leveraged together to
get the estimation for the first loop of the IRLS solver. The
iteration times of IRLS are set to 5. Observation noise for
features is set to 1 pixel. We select some algorithms accord-
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TABLE IV
COMPARISON ON EUROC DATASETS

5pt-stew [11] PNEC [14] RT2PL (Ours)
RRE RTE RRE RTE RRE RTE

Seq. (◦) ↓ (◦) ↓ (◦) ↓ (◦) ↓ (◦) ↓ (◦) ↓

MH 01 0.260 11.212 0.163 10.828 0.123 9.992
MH 02 0.301 11.245 0.177 11.242 0.111 9.197
MH 03 0.309 10.772 0.163 7.690 0.115 6.877
MH 04 0.448 12.801 0.261 12.552 0.190 10.806
MH 05 0.418 12.395 0.275 12.099 0.147 10.656
V1 01 0.318 16.940 0.193 16.711 0.208 17.322
V1 02 0.360 15.866 0.240 13.700 0.253 14.371
V1 03 0.567 24.855 0.492 22.404 0.401 21.697
V2 01 0.395 19.181 0.272 17.614 0.303 19.773
V2 02 0.529 23.680 0.402 20.105 0.430 20.810
V2 03 1.758 34.952 1.335 33.268 1.059 34.145

Avg. 0.515 17.627 0.361 16.201 0.304 15.968

ing to their performance on synthetic data for comparison.
All these methods are embedded into our odometry system.
The estimation methods with non-convex constraints use the
same magnitude of variation, set to 0.1 in our system, in
each iteration of RANSAC.

Comparison on KITTI Datasets: We use the root mean
square errors of relative rotation error and translation direc-
tion error to measure the rotation and translation estimation
accuracy, respectively. In Tab. III, the middle performance
over 5 runs of all approaches is reported. RT2PL outperforms
PNEC on 9 out of 11 sequences in rotation and translation
accuracy. We attribute this success to the utilization of lines
and the proper fusion with points. The clear improvement
in Seq.01 underscores this point. Specifically, the presence
of similar textures makes numerous incorrect point corre-
spondences. In contrast, the line landmarks on the road and
guardrails provide reliable constraints for odometry leading
to better performance. Fig. 7 shows trajectories of RT2PL,
PNEC [14], and 5pt-stew [11], recovered from the estimated
rotation and the estimated translation with true translation
scales. The trajectories are aligned with the first pose.

Comparison on EuRoC Datasets: We employ the same
metrics to assess the performance of these methods on
EuRoC datasets, as shown in Tab. IV for a quantitative
comparison. The reconstructed trajectories tested on Seq.
MH 03 are depicted in Fig. 8. RT2PL notably enhances
estimation accuracy in the sequences of the MH series,
which contain abundant high-quality lines. However, the
incorporation of line features results in a reduction in pose
estimation accuracy in the V series sequences, primarily due
to poor line detection caused by motion blur. Nevertheless,
despite this situation, the estimated accuracy has not signifi-



cantly declined, and the overall performance across the entire
dataset has improved.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper presents an accurate and real-time algorithm
termed RT2PL for three-view pose estimation. Compared to
trifocal-tensor-based methods and PNEC, RT2PL improves
the accuracy both in general and degenerate cases. This
improvement arises from a decoupled pose estimation with a
probability-aware point-line-based rotation estimation and an
accurate point-line-based linear translation constraint. These
results highlight the potential of RT2PL for more accurate
initial pose estiamtion in odometry. Future work will focus
on its application in visual-inertial odometry systems.
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