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Abstract—This research explores the integration of in-
door Simultaneous Localization and Mapping (SLAM)
with Augmented Reality (AR) to enhance situational
awareness, improving safety in hazardous or emergency
situations. The main contribution of this work is to enable
mobile robots to provide real-time spatial perception to
users who are not co-located with the robot. This is
a comprehensive approach, including selecting suitable
sensors for indoor SLAM, designing and building a
platform, developing methods to display maps on AR
devices, implementing this into software on an AR device,
and improving the robustness of communication and
localization between the robot and AR device in real-
world testing. By taking this approach and analyzing each
component of the integrated system, this paper highlights
numerous areas for future research that can further
advance the integration of SLAM and AR technologies.
These advancements aim to significantly improve safety
and efficiency during rescue operations.

I. INTRODUCTION

In emergency situations, ensuring the safety of first respon-
ders and rescuers in unstable or hazardous environments is
extremely challenging. Navigating through narrow spaces
and locating survivors is a crucial task, but it can be
hazardous for rescue teams. Robots are an essential tool
that allows rescuers to traverse these dangerous areas with
minimal risk. However, understanding the location of these
robots relative to the rescue team in order to coordinate
interventions can be challenging when using cameras on the
robot in a first-person perspective.

Integrating mobile robot Simultaneous Localization and
Mapping (SLAM) with Augmented Reality (AR) improves
situational awareness by providing real-time capability to
”see through walls” and enhance safety, efficiency, and
accuracy of interventions - both in these emergency scenarios
and non-emergency situations such as inspections or surveys.

Existing technologies like ground-penetrating radar and wall-
penetrating radar such as the Xaver 1000[1] have limitations,
such as limited penetration depth and resolution. This re-
search focuses on designing a custom mobile robot with
SLAM capabilities and developing an AR application to
display its maps, offering a complementary approach to these
existing technologies.

II. OBJECTIVES

The aim of this paper is to investigate how the integration
of SLAM maps and an AR device can enhance situational

awareness. It consists of four major objectives:

1. Supporting Research: A review of sensors and their com-
patibility with SLAM algorithms in indoor environments.
Analysis of methods to estimate transformations between the
robot and AR device for localization and mapping.

2. Design and Construction of Mobile Robot: Design and
construction of a prototype mobile robot platform equipped
with SLAM capabilities that generates maps to be used by
the AR application.

3. Development of AR Application: Development of a
prototype AR application running on an Android smartphone
for displaying SLAM maps in an intuitive manner and
maintaining localization between the device and the robot.

4. Implementation and Integration: Real-world testing and
integration of the system to ensure reliable data transmission
between the elements, accurate transformations and localiza-
tion, and experimentation with visualization types.

III. SENSORS

Sensors considered for the robot include Sound Detection
and Ranging (Sonar) sensors[2, 3], Radio Detection and
ranging (Radar) sensors[4, 5], Light Detection and Ranging
(LiDAR) sensors[2, 3, 6, 7], cameras [2, 3, 8], and Inertial
Measurement Units[2].

Fig. 1: Sensors on the Robot Tank

The chosen sensors for the robot are: (1) 2D LiDAR, (2)
monocular camera, (3) RGB-D camera, and (4) IMU (Shown
in Figure 1). These sensors were chosen based on their
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applicability to performing SLAM in indoor environments.

All sensors were calibrated to find their intrinsic and extrinsic
properties[9, 10]. The cameras required calibration with a
known pattern[9, 11]. For the RGB-D cameras, calibration
also required aligning depth and color images[12, 13]. IMU
calibration used Allan variance analysis[14, 15, 16]. Kalibr
was used to find extrinsics between the IMU and cameras[17,
18, 19].

IV. SIMULTANEOUS LOCALIZATION AND MAPPING

The data from sensors is utilized by SLAM algorithms to
create maps for the AR device. To do so, the robot must
localize itself while performing odometry and mapping the
environment. Four categories of SLAM were explored:

Visual SLAM: Uses cameras to localize the robot and
generate maps, and excels in environments with many visual
features and sufficient lighting conditions [8, 20, 21]. Open
source implementations considered include ORB-SLAM3,
OpenVINS, PTAM, and CoSLAM[22].

LiDAR SLAM: Uses LiDAR data instead of cameras, unaf-
fected by lighting[8, 20, 21]. Open source implementations
considered include Hector SLAM, LeGO-LOAM, and LIO-
SAM[22].

Multi-sensor Fusion: Couples LiDAR, visual sensors and/or
IMUs to improve SLAM performance[8]. The open source
implementation considered was RTAB-Map[22].

Collaborative SLAM: This extends any of the above cat-
egories to multiple agents, and can be implemented in a
centralized or decentralized manner[20].

Two SLAM algorithm implementations were chosen for the
study:

ORB-SLAM3[23]: is a real-time SLAM library capable of
various configurations, and was used with the monocular
camera and IMU for visual and visual-inertial SLAM[24,
25].

RTAB-Map[26, 27]: is a comprehensive library built on a
graph-based SLAM algorithm, generating dense point cloud
maps for visualization. Visual odometry was used[26].

V. MOBILE ROBOT

A SLAM system requires a robot capable of collecting en-
vironmental data. While Commercial Off-the-Shelf (COTS)
robots or a robot borrowed from the University are options,
designing and building a custom robot offers advantages
such as greater flexibility in adapting the robot to suit
specific requirements and bridging the gap between theory
and practice.

During the initial design phase, several robot platform
archetypes were considered, including two-wheeled and four-
wheeled holonomic and non-holonomic platforms, drones,
and passive sensor systems. Ultimately, a robot tank was
chosen for its simple differential drive system, small turn
radius, and stability over small obstacles. Initial design
constraints included a length of approximately one meter,

a width of less than 80 cm, and a ground clearance of at
least 15 cm with suspension travel of at least 10 cm.

An initial 2D outline formed the basis for the robot platform,
which evolved through several iterations into the rough block
diagram in Figure 2 and ultimately to the final design in
Figure 3.

Fig. 2: Robot Block Diagram

Fig. 3: Final Design

Tube steel was welded to form the inner frame. Custom
designed and wound springs were utilized for the suspension
system, along with specialized track feet designed for this
robot. The tracks use twelve roadwheels, six idler wheels,
one tensioner with two additional idler wheels, and two
custom drive sprockets per side for the track drive system.
The lightweight wheels were iteratively designed to use
minimal resin while maintaining strength, and repurposed
hoverboard motors directly coupled to the drive sprockets
provided adequate torque for the tracks[28], eliminating the
need for a gearbox. A coupler was designed from a 3D-
scanned model of the motor hub and mated with custom
keyed steel axles to transfer force between the motor and
drive sprockets with minimal backlash. An external support
bracket was added to stabilize the sprocket wheel.

Components were created using two techniques: fused depo-
sition modeling (FDM) for strength in specific directions and
stereolithography (SLA) for parts requiring isotropic proper-
ties such as wheels and tracks. Computer-aided Machining
(CAM) in Fusion 360 was used to generate the instructions
for computer-numerical control (CNC) machining of side
panels and axles with keyways.



Electrical components like batteries, motor controllers, and
wiring were mounted after assembly. Testing was conducted
on the suspension, drivetrain, power supply, and sensors
before integrating additional sensing devices.

VI. SOFTWARE

A. General Architecture

The system is divided into three major elements, shown
in Figure 4: the robot tank with a Raspberry Pi 4B, the
base station PC, and the AR device. The Raspberry Pi 4B
handles the hoverboard driver and sensors on the mobile
robot. The base station PC runs the control software for the
robot, processes sensor data, and performs the calculations
for SLAM. The AR device is detailed separately in Section
VII. The system employs robot Operating System 2 (ROS2)
as its framework, enabling simplified communication be-
tween each of the major elements and allowing for modular
component-based design of the system.

Fig. 4: Overall Architecture

B. Mobile Robot Architecture

The mobile robot uses a range of software components and
libraries, with the architecture shown in Figure 5, each one
of them is briefly described below:

Fig. 5: Mobile Robot Architecture

Hoverboard Driver: An adapted version of an existing
firmware and ROS2 driver for the hoverboard controller, op-
erating in Field-Oriented Control Torque mode for accurate
rotational control[29, 30].

Webcam: A ROS2 package[31, 32] was initially used, but
GStreamer[33] streaming MJPEG directly to the base station

PC over User Datagram Protocol (UDP) improved perfor-
mance.

IMU: The ST LSM9DS1 IMU was used, which contains a
3D accelerometer, gyroscope, and magnetometer. A Madg-
wick filter implementation was added for orientation estima-
tion[34, 35].

2D LiDAR: The RPLiDAR C1, a low-cost 2D Direct Time-
of-Flight laser range scanner was used with its purpose-built
library[36].

Kinect v1: The Kinect v1 is capable of outputting color and
depth images as an RGB-D camera, and used the Freenect
firmware and a ROS2 library[37, 38], and worked well with
the Raspberry Pi.

Kinect v2: The Kinect v2, using a time-of-flight camera
sensor, provides more uniform point clouds but requires
higher computational load and bandwidth than the Raspberry
Pi was capable of and required the PC base station to be
mounted to the robot[12, 13, 39].

C. PC Base Station Architecture

Each element of the PC base station architecture, shown in
Figure 6 and described below, receives data from the mobile
robot, processes the data, and sends it to the AR application.

Fig. 6: PC Base Station Architecture

Teleop Twist: Teleop twist, a built-in ROS2 package, allows
sending manual control commands to the Raspberry Pi 4B
and are interpreted by the hoverboard driver to drive the robot
accordingly.

GSCAM2: GStreamer on the Raspberry Pi 4B streams video
to the base station PC, where GSCAM2[40] captures the
UDP stream, decodes it, and publishes it as ROS2 messages
with timestamps encoded into the UDP stream.

ROS TCP: A communication bridge between the PC Base
Station and the AR Application, the ROS TCP package[41]
allows bi-directional communication between the two major
elements.

VII. AR APPLICATION

The design of the AR application and device started with
choosing the platform and framework. This application runs
on a Samsung Note 20 Ultra. Initially, Android Studio,
Unreal Engine, and Unity Engine were considered as appli-
cation frameworks. After experimentation, Unity Engine was



chosen for its balance of capability and ease of development.

The architecture of the application, shown in Figure 7, forms
the basis of the system. Each section below describes the
components of the data flowchart in detail.

Fig. 7: AR Application Architecture

Communication with PC Base Station: The mobile robot
sends sensor messages to the PC base station, which are then
converted into point cloud maps and sent to the AR device.

Mobile Robot Pose Initialization: The mobile robot’s pose
is initialized using AprilTags[42] mounted on the robot. The
AR device attempts to locate AprilTags in its field of view,
and set the global zero point at the robot’s origin based on
the known relative tag location.

AR Device Pose Estimation: The Google ARCore li-
brary[43] captures the camera image and renders it to the
background of the application directly from the graphics
processing unit (GPU). It also estimates pose transformation
over time using IMU input fused with camera movement,
correcting IMU drift.

Data Processing and Transformation: The position data
and the quaternion holding the zeroPointTransform object’s
rotation and the desired point size are stored in a 4x4 matrix
called a Translation Rotation Scaling (TRS) matrix.

The TRS matrix holding the zeroPointTransform is then
transformed to the Unity world coordinate system. The point
cloud data is then multiplied by this matrix, setting its posi-
tional and rotational origin to match the zeroPointTransform
object, and stored temporarily in a buffer object. The results
of all points are stored in an instancing matrix for rendering.

Rendering Pipeline: The GPU performs a series of custom-
written rendering steps to visualize the point cloud data. In
the vertex shader stage, each point is assigned an instance
ID, and its transformation in world space and clip space
is determined. The distance between the camera and each
point is computed, and a normalized vector representing a
light source direction is transformed to world space coor-
dinates[44]. The color of each point is retrieved using the
instance ID. In the fragment shader stage, each point is
colored based on the selected mode, chosen in the user
interface. Five different modes were written for the fragment

shader.

Unfortunately, with a high number of points, performance
suffers. The revised approach implemented involved defining
a single mesh whose topology consists of points, using a
32-bit vertex position buffer. This mesh is passed to the
GPU using the DrawMesh method. In the vertex shader
stage, points are drawn as true ”point” objects, with their
size in pixels adjusted dynamically based on the depth
transformation to simulate perspective. The fragment shader
stage processes the points based on the selected mode as
before, and the lighting calculations were removed.

VIII. EXPERIMENTATION

The experiments conducted aimed to enhance the overall
system performance and were focused on several of the
key components. Four experiments were conducted. The
first experiment focused on improving the webcam and
streaming performance to enhance the data acquired by
the robot and the fidelity of the point cloud. The second
experiment involved the performance of the AR application
itself. The third experiment tested whether averaging the
position of AprilTags improves localization accuracy, and the
final experiment compared various map display methods.

A. Webcam and Streaming Performance

The goal of this first experiment was to improve the per-
formance of webcam streaming from the mobile robot to
the base station by reducing latency and improving the data
rate to allow for higher resolutions and frame rates. This
improved the inputs into the SLAM algorithms in order to
enhance the accuracy of the resulting point clouds and the
robot’s localization within it.

Setup: Several configurations were tested:

1) The initial setup used an unbranded USB webcam with
a 65-degree field of view lens,

2) The lens was replaced with a 120-degree field of view
lens,

3) The image transport library[32] was used to compress
the image,

4) Raw MJPEG encoded in hardware on the webcam was
forwarded as ROS2 messages,

5) The unbranded webcam was replaced with a higher-
performance webcam,

6) GStreamer[33] and GSCAM[40] with MJPEG to stream
over UDP was used,

7) Within GStreamer, H.264 encoding was applied instead
of MJPEG.

Results: The generic USB webcam operated at 18 Hz at
640x480 on the Raspberry Pi but dropped to 7 Hz after trans-
mission to the PC base station. Using GStreamer allowed for
1920x1080 streaming at 30 Hz, and H.264 encoding enabled
3840x2160 streaming at 30 Hz, though with compression
artifacts that were not compatible with SLAM.

Discussion and Conclusion: The choice of webcam had
a significant impact on subjective image quality, but the



streaming performance was primarily determined by the
transmission protocol. GStreamer with UDP transport pro-
vided superior performance. While Test 7 achieved the high-
est resolution, the frame rate was identical, and the compres-
sion artifacts would be detrimental for SLAM algorithms.
Therefore, Test 6 provided the most useful performance.
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Fig. 8: Webcam Frame rate
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B. AR Application Performance

The goal of this experiment was to enhance the performance
of the AR application rendering large and dense point cloud
maps by optimizing the data transformation and rendering
processes, as mentioned in Section VII.

Setup: A point cloud containing 100,000 points of random
position and colors within a 0.5 m cube was used to evaluate
the performance of different rendering pipelines. The frame
rate was logged and the median framerate after 30 seconds
was used as the result. Four configurations were tested:

1) Processing and transformation of point cloud data on
CPU, with individual points written to the rendering
pipeline,

2) Points written in batches to the rendering pipeline using
the RenderMeshInstanced method,

3) Processing on GPU using a compute shader, with point
geometry written in parallel from GPU using a Shader
Storage Buffer Object (SSBO),

4) Processing on GPU in vertex shader, with point geom-
etry written in a single batch using DrawMesh method.

Results: Test 4, which involved sending the data from the
CPU to the GPU in a single batch in the AR application
showed the best performance with a stable frame rate. In
contrast, Test 3 failed to render the point cloud, due to
specific hardware limitations of the mobile device used. Tests
1 and 2 were significantly slower.

Discussion and Conclusion:
The experiment revealed that the time taken to process and
transform the point cloud on the CPU and to transmit the data
to the GPU significantly impacts performance. Sending the
data in a single batch, as in Test 4, significantly outperformed
sending the data in multiple batches, as in Test 2. Minimizing
the number of CPU-to-GPU data transfers is crucial for
performance.

C. AprilTag Position Averaging

The goal of this experiment was to determine whether
averaging the position of AprilTags over time improves the
localization accuracy, both for position and rotation.

Setup: The experiment involved four test configurations, two
with the device held in a static stand, and two with the device
held by hand. Data was collected for 60 seconds at 30 Hz:

1) Samples taken from 0.25 m above the AprilTags with
the phone on a stand,

2) Samples taken from 1.25 m at an angle with the phone
on a stand,

3) Samples taken holding the phone by hand from 0.25 m
above the AprilTags,

4) Samples taken holding the phone by hand from 1.25 m
at an angle.

Results: Static tests showed low noise and high accuracy,
while handheld tests, particularly at the larger distance,
showed increased standard deviation. Statistical analysis
techniques were applied to the collected data.

Discussion and Conclusion: The statistical analysis showed
that averaging frames together, counter-intuitively, increased
the positional and rotational error of the detected AprilTag
location when the phone was handheld. For best accuracy in
handheld operations, a single still frame should be used. Av-
eraging frames is still beneficial when the phone is mounted
on a stable stand.

D. Displaying AR Maps

The goal of this experiment was to integrate the system as
a whole and visualize the point cloud data to determine
which visualization offered the best understanding of the
environment.

Setup: Both ORB-SLAM3 and RTAB-Map SLAM imple-
mentations were used with varying parameters to collect
data for the point cloud, and five visualization methods were
tested:

1) Distance-based Color,
2) Axis-based Color,
3) Depth Rainbow,
4) Natural Color,
5) Sonar Effect.

Discussion and Conclusion: ORB-SLAM3 expects images
to be black and white, resulting in a point cloud without color
data. Combined with the challenge that a monocular map
has no consistent scaling between initializations, requiring
manually setting a scale factor for each test, the results of
ORB-SLAM3 were not useful for visualization. However,
RTAB-Map was extraordinarily effective. Although using the
RGB-D camera as an input into ORB-SLAM3 may improve
its results, RTAB-Map’s point cloud density was far superior
for visualization.

The depth-rainbow visualization (Figure 10) was most useful
for understanding spatial relationships within the scene. The
natural color visualization (Figure 11) offered the best under-
standing of what each object in the scene was, but the colors
were harder to identify. The ”sonar” visualization (Figure
12) was the most useful for understanding depth. Moving
the device to introduce parallax in the scene improved
understanding of both the objects in the room and their



spatial relationships.

Fig. 10: Depth Rainbow Visualization (Frequency between
1.2 m and 2.5 m) - RTAB-Map.

Fig. 11: Natural Color Visualization (Cutoff between 2 m
and 4 m) - RTAB-Map.

Fig. 12: Sonar Visualization (Over 1 s) - RTAB-Map.

IX. DISCUSSION

The entire process, from research to design to experimenta-
tion, provided key insights relating to the utility of SLAM
mapping for enhancing situational awareness. ORB-SLAM3,
despite its effectiveness in various SLAM applications, has
limitations in providing human-intuitive visualization. The
features it extracts lack color data and the point cloud is
not dense enough to be intuitively understandable in AR.
Conversely, RTAB-Map performed exceptionally well, with
point cloud visualization significantly enhancing intuitive
understanding of a room and increasing situational awareness
by allowing AR users to see through walls.

The research foundation, mobile robot design, AR appli-
cation development, and system integration were success-
ful. Experimentation demonstrated that visualizing map data
from the user’s perspective enhances situational awareness.
The transformation and localization between the robot and
the AR device, performed only in an initialization step, were
sufficient for accurate data display. The AR device effectively
displayed transformed point cloud data in five visualizations,
with the sonar visualization particularly effective.

X. FUTURE WORK

Several challenges and directions remain for future research:
• Implementing other SLAM algorithms may offer better

map visualizations,
• Robot autonomous navigation and AR-based goal set-

ting within the AR application could further improve
the system’s utility for rescue operations,

• External localization and collaborative SLAM could
improve overall accuracy and robustness,

• Referencing external AprilTags to define the world
coordinate system could improve accuracy,

• Point cloud filtering for clearer visualizations,
• Model fitting techniques such as RANSAC, applied to

visualization and calibration, may open new visualiza-
tion and calibration methods,

• Performing calculations onboard the mobile robot could
reduce the need for high-bandwidth data transmission,
improving system reliability,

• Integrating more or alternative sensors, such as a 3D
LiDAR, could provide richer environmental data, en-
hancing the SLAM process and AR visualization.

XI. CONCLUSION

In emergency situations, ensuring the safety of first respon-
ders in hazardous environments while locating and rescuing
survivors is challenging. This research has demonstrated that
integrating mobile robot SLAM (Simultaneous Localization
and Mapping) maps with Augmented Reality (AR) can
significantly enhance situational awareness, offering a robust
tool to visualize dangerous areas with minimal risk. By
achieving the objectives set out in this paper, the system not
only offers the ability to improve the safety and efficiency
of rescue operations but also has potential applications in
non-emergency scenarios, such as inspections or surveys.

The AR-enhanced visualization allows users to view SLAM-
generated maps in real time from their perspective, effec-
tively ”seeing through walls” and better understanding the
robot’s environment relative to their own position. While this
study offers a significant contribution to the field, particu-
larly in complementing existing technologies like ground-
penetrating and wall-penetrating radars, it also lays the
groundwork for future research. There remains much to
explore, including the performance of alternative SLAM
algorithms, enhancement of visualization techniques, and
integration of additional sensors which could further extend
the system’s capabilities and applicability.



This research underscores the potential of combining AR
with mobile robot SLAM to improve situational awareness in
critical applications, making it a promising area for continued
investigation and research.
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