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Viewpoint optimization for static LiDAR Scanning. (a) The input floor plan;
(b) Optimized viewpoints indicated by green dots, with the Visibility Field
displayed as the background image; (c) and (d) Simulated LiDAR points
from optimal viewpoints, shown in 2D and 3D respectively, with each scan
distinguished by a unique color.
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Highlights

VF-Plan: Bridging the Art Gallery Problem and Static LiDAR
Scanning with Visibility Field Optimization

Biao Xiong, Longjun Zhang, Ruiqi Huang, Junwei Zhou, Bojian Wu, Fashuai
Li

• Unified Solution to VPP and AGP: Our method addresses the
combined challenges of viewpoint planning and the Art Gallery Prob-
lem, achieving efficient coverage with minimal viewpoints and robust
network connectivity.

• Visibility Field for Dimensionality Reduction: We introduce a
continuous Visibility Field tailored to static LiDAR systems, reducing
the optimization space from 2D to 1D by leveraging structural elements
like medial axis and joints.

• Greedy Algorithm for Efficient Coverage: Our greedy Algorithm
utilizes the VF’s structural insights to construct a minimal, fully con-
nected viewpoint network, ensuring both robust coverage and network
connectivity.
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Viewpoint planning is crucial for 3D data collection and autonomous naviga-
tion, yet existing methods often miss key optimization objectives for static
LiDAR, resulting in suboptimal network designs. The Viewpoint Planning
Problem (VPP), which builds upon the Art Gallery Problem (AGP), requires
not only full coverage but also robust registrability and connectivity under
limited sensor views. We introduce a greedy optimization algorithm that
tackles these VPP and AGP challenges through a novel Visibility Field
(VF) approach. The VF captures visibility characteristics unique to static
LiDAR, enabling a reduction from 2D to 1D by focusing on medial axis and
joints. This leads to a minimal, fully connected viewpoint network with com-
prehensive coverage and minimal redundancy. Experiments across diverse
environments show that our method achieves high efficiency and scalability,
matching or surpassing expert designs. Compared to state-of-the-art meth-
ods, our approach achieves comparable viewpoint counts (VC) while reducing
Weighted Average Path Length (WAPL) by approximately 95%, indicating
a much more compact and connected network. Dataset and source code will
be released upon acceptance.
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1. Introduction

The Viewpoint Planning Problem (VPP) has emerged as a critical re-
search spot due to the growing use of LiDAR and camera sensors in applica-
tions such as 3D reconstruction, autonomous navigation, and Scan-to-BIM
applications [41, 30]. VPP focuses on determining the optimal placements
and configurations of sensors to achieve specific reconstruction goals, such
as maximizing observation completeness and minimizing occlusions, while
balancing efficiency and data quality. Both model-free and model-based al-
gorithms for viewpoint and path planning have gained significant attention
due to their applicability across various industries, including robotics, con-
struction, and surveillance [31].

Conceptually, VPP is rooted in the Art Gallery Problem (AGP), a clas-
sic challenge in computational geometry that seeks the minimal number of
“guards” required to cover a given area, typically a polygon, with full 360°
visibility [25]. AGP is often simplified by constraining guard placements
to polygon vertices; however, this simplification does not capture the true
computational complexity of the problem. In its generalized form, AGP is
∃R-complete, meaning it is at least as hard as any NP-complete problem,
with no known efficient solutions [11, 1]. This NP-hard nature has inspired
substantial research interest, particularly in constrained versions that make
idealized assumptions, such as complete visibility and static scenes [11, 41].

VPP, however, introduces additional complexities beyond those of AGP.
Unlike static guards, sensors in VPP must maintain overlapping fields of view
for accurate data registration, accommodate limited and directional visibil-
ity ranges, and meet high accuracy requirements for 3D scene reconstruction.
These real-world demands, especially in cluttered or partially obstructed en-
vironments, render VPP a more challenging NP-hard problem, requiring in-
novative optimization strategies beyond those used for AGP [41, 1].

Our work addresses these challenges by introducing a novel greedy ap-
proach based on the concept of a Visibility Field (VF), specifically designed
for static LiDAR applications. The VF captures the unique visibility char-
acteristics of LiDAR, including constraints on range and incident angles,
enabling a significant reduction in computational complexity. By focusing
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Figure 1: Viewpoint optimization for static LiDAR Scanning. (a) The input floor plan; (b)
Optimized viewpoints indicated by green dots, with the Visibility Field displayed as the
background image; (c) and (d) Simulated LiDAR points from optimal viewpoints, shown
in 2D and 3D respectively, with each scan distinguished by a unique color.

on critical points such as medial axis and joints within the VF, we effectively
reduce the optimization space from 2D to 1D, facilitating the construction of
a minimal, fully connected viewpoint network that achieves comprehensive
coverage with reduced redundancy. Our main contributions are as follows:

1. Unified Solution to VPP and AGP: Our method addresses the
combined challenges of viewpoint planning and the Art Gallery Prob-
lem, achieving efficient coverage with minimal viewpoints and robust
network connectivity.

2. Visibility Field for Dimensionality Reduction: We introduce a
continuous Visibility Field tailored to static LiDAR systems, reducing
the optimization space from 2D to 1D by leveraging structural elements
like medial axis and joints.

3. Greedy Algorithm for Efficient Coverage: Our greedy algorithm
utilizes the VF’s structural insights to construct a minimal, fully con-
nected viewpoint network, ensuring both robust coverage and network
connectivity.

2. Related Work

This section reviews key advancements in sensor network planning, cov-
ering both static and mobile sensing, with a focus on recent works in LiDAR
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and computer vision area. These serve as the foundation for the viewpoint
planning method proposed here, addressing gaps in efficient coverage, con-
nectivity, and optimization complexity.

2.1. Station-Based Scanning

Sensor network design shares similarities with the Planning for Scanning
(P4S) problem, observed in applications like surveillance cameras [32, 55, 16],
directional sensors [15], 5G base stations [42, 45], stealth game [49], and
station-based LiDAR scanning [2]. For LiDAR, the goal is to cover the entire
scene with comprehensive wall scanning while ensuring data quality criteria
such as completeness and accuracy [29, 2].

Advancements in LiDAR technology have led to P4S methods using prior
information like 2D drawings and 3D models [29]. These methods have been
applied to civil infrastructures [50], space frame structures [29], rebar detec-
tion [27, 28], and landslide monitoring [54]. In cases where prior information
is outdated or unavailable, low-resolution preliminary scans are required, ei-
ther indoors [39] or outdoors using UAVs [26].

P4S optimizations aim to maximize coverage and overlap while minimiz-
ing the number of viewpoints [19, 7]. Methods like CMA Evolution Strat-
egy [40] and regular grid sampling [21, 33] increase the likelihood of finding
optimal viewpoints but also raise computational complexity. Jia’s approach
using grid-based sampling [20, 21, 22] scores candidate viewpoints based on
observed wall segments, though this approach is limited by its reliance on
reference objects for registration. Noichl [35] improve Jia’s method into 3D
scene for an uniform covering by triangulating 3D scene into meshes and
checking their visibility. For scenarios lacking BIM priors, structural ele-
ments can be surveyed and detected using low-cost sensors to serve as a
preliminary prior for static station planning. A precise scan is then per-
formed in a stop-and-go manner using a static scanner mounted on a robotic
dog [9, 18].

Our approach addresses these limitations by using a continuous Visibility
Field (VF) model, which reduces optimization from 2D to 1D by focusing
on structural convergence points like medial axis and joints, thus minimizing
computation and enhancing adaptability.

2.2. Mobile-Based Exploration

Coverage Path Planning (CPP) focuses on computing optimal, collision-
free paths for robots to fully cover target areas [44]. Techniques like Rapidly-
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exploring Random Trees (RRT) and their variants (RRT* [23], RRT# [37])
are widely used for autonomous exploration in unknown spaces, including
UAVs [31] and wheeled robots [38]. RRT-based methods maximize informa-
tion gain while minimizing travel distance [17, 47, 53].

Methods utilizing tensor fields for guiding robot movements enable effi-
cient path routing in partially reconstructed indoor scenes [48, 46]. Recent
approaches like the Signed Distance Field (SDF) and Hamilton-Jacobi skele-
ton further improve path planning in known environments [36]. These con-
cepts share similarities with our visibility field, which leverages converging
lines for efficient viewpoint planning.

For known environments, algorithms like the receding horizon ”next-
best-view” approach [3] and dual-resolution mapping schemes [6] balance
detailed local mapping with efficient global exploration. For applications in
autonomous driving and exploration, recent advances such as ”LookOut” [12]
propose diverse multi-future prediction models that enhance autonomous
navigation by predicting possible trajectories, balancing safety, and efficiency.

3. Theoretical Foundations and Global Optimality

This section formulates the Viewpoint Planning Problem (VPP) for static
LiDAR scanning in a 2D polygonal environment and establishes the theoret-
ical basis for restricting candidate viewpoints to the medial axis (MA). We
first present the problem definition, including coverage and connectivity re-
quirements, and then show that any line segment visible from an interior
point is also visible from a corresponding set of MA points. This demon-
strates that restricting the viewpoint search space to the MA incurs no loss
of coverage capability. Finally, we prove that a minimal solution confined to
the MA is globally optimal.

3.1. Problem Definition

Let P be a 2D polygonal region (such as a floor plan) with possible
obstacles or holes, while remaining topologically connected. The polygon’s
boundary (including internal obstacles) is discretized into n small line seg-
ments:

L = { l1, l2, . . . , ln},

which represent the target structures (e.g., walls or windows) to be covered
by static LiDAR scanners (hereafter referred to as viewpoints).
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Candidate Viewpoints. We aim to position a set of viewpoints such that all
segments in L are fully visible, while the chosen viewpoints remain connected
under an overlap criterion. Let V = { v1, v2, . . . , vm} be the set of candidate
viewpoint locations. We will later establish that it is sufficient to confine V
to the medial axis of P , reducing a 2D search to a simpler 1D structure.

Visibility. we define a Completeness Table C, where Cij indicates whether
viewpoint Vi observes line segment Lj

Cij =

{
1 if vi has an unobstructed view of lj

0 otherwise
(1)

Connectivity via Overlap. Consider any pair of viewpoints (vi, vk). Let Oik

be their overlap ratio, i.e., the fraction of segments in L that both vi and vk
can simultaneously observe. For a threshold τ , an edge (vi, vk) exists in an
overlap graph G = (V,E) if Oik ≥ τ . A chosen subset S ⊆ V must then form
a connected subgraph under this threshold.

Mathematical Formulation. We seek a minimal subset S ⊆ V of viewpoints
such that:

(a) Coverage: Each segment lj ∈ L is observed by at least one viewpoint
in S, i.e.,

∀ lj ∈ L, ∃ vi ∈ S : Cij = 1. (2)

(b) Connectivity : The induced subgraph (S,ES) is connected under the
overlap threshold τ , where

ES =
{
(vi, vk) ∈ E

∣∣ vi, vk ∈ S, Oik ≥ τ
}
. (3)

The optimization problem becomes:

min
S⊆V

|S| subject to (2) and (3). (4)

Since problem (4) generalizes the set cover problem (with additional con-
nectivity constraints), it remains NP-hard. Nonetheless, by restricting V to
the medial axis (MA), we retain optimality while reducing the search com-
plexity considerably.
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3.2. Skeleton Completeness and Visibility Propagation

Medial Axis (MA). The MA of P is the set of points inside P that are
equidistant to at least two boundary edges. In Blum’s grassfire transform [4],
if the boundary of P is ignited simultaneously, the inward-propagating flames
collide and form the locus of the MA.

Theorem 1 (Skeleton Completeness). Suppose an interior point p ∈ P sees
a set of boundary segments Lp ⊆ L. Then there exists a set of points {ql} ⊆
MA(P ) such that

Lp ⊆
⋃
l∈Lp

Vis(ql).

Hence, for any interior coverage provided by p, there exists an MA-based set
of points whose collective coverage reproduces that of p.

Sketch of Proof. Using Blum’s “fire transformation,” the visibility from
every segment propagates inward until it intersects the medial axis MA(P ).
Each line segment lj ∈ Lp must intersect MA(P ) at some point qj visible to
lj. Thus,

Vis(p) ⊆
⋃

lj∈Vis(p)

Vis(qj).

Consequently, although a single point on the MA may not match p’s entire
coverage, a suitable collection of MA points can, illustrated in 2. Restricting
V to MA(P ) therefore does not diminish the achievable coverage.

3.3. Global Minimal Cover–Connectivity on the Skeleton

By Theorem 1, any coverage by interior points can be equivalently trans-
ferred to a suitable set of points on the medial axis. Hence, in the formu-
lation (4), restricting V to MA(P ) (including any branch or joint nodes)
captures all feasible coverage solutions.

Theorem 2 (Global Minimal Cover–Connectivity). Let S∗ ⊆ MA(P ) be a
minimal solution to (4) that covers all lj ∈ L and satisfies the overlap-based
connectivity requirement. Then S∗ is irreducible (i.e., removing any vi ∈ S∗

breaks coverage or connectivity), and no smaller interior configuration can
outperform S∗. Therefore, S∗ is globally optimal.
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Figure 2: Illustration of skeleton completeness. (a) A simple polygon (black boundary)
with its medial axis (gray arcs). (b) Coverage by an interior viewpoint p can be replicated
by a single skeletal viewpoint q lying on the medial axis (MA). (c) In the general case,
coverage from an interior viewpoint p may require multiple skeletal viewpoints (here, m
and n) to fully reproduce p’s visibility. Thus, no coverage capability is lost by restricting
candidate viewpoints to the MA. For clarity, boundary segments commonly observed by
both p and the MA viewpoints (q, or m and n) are not drawn.

Implication and Heuristic Search. Exploiting the symmetry of the medial
axis, no point outside MA(P ) can provide superior coverage or connectivity.
Consequently, a minimal cover–connectivity solution restricted to the skele-
ton cannot be improved by adding non-skeleton points. Hence, solving (4)
directly on MA(P ) yields a globally optimal arrangement in P . Although
the problem remains NP-hard, standard polynomial-time greedy algorithm
(e.g., [10]) often produce near-optimal results in practice. Once obtained,
the minimal MA-based solution is irreducible, further affirming its global
optimality for the entire polygon.

4. Method

4.1. Overview

Our proposed VF-Plan addresses the NP-hard complexity of the VPP
through a greedy approach centered on the VF. Given a structural floor
plan, VF-Plan constructs a Viewpoint Network (VPN) that achieves com-
prehensive coverage with minimal viewpoints, ensuring connectivity and reg-
istrability. Each viewpoint is selected to form a fully connected observation
network, minimizing registration errors via Least Squares Fitting (LSF).

As illustrated in Figure 3, the VF-Plan pipeline starts from a floor plan
with structural elements (walls, columns, doors, windows) and proceeds
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Figure 3: Overview of the Viewpoint Network (VPN) optimization based on the Visibility
Field (VF). (a) Input floor plan; (b) Visibility Field (VF); (c) Distance field of VF; (d)
Converging lines and points; (e) Optimized Viewpoint Network.

through the steps of VF computation, distance field generation, identification
of medial axis and joint points, and initialization of candidate viewpoints.
A greedy algorithm then refines these candidates into a minimal, connected
VPN. To optimize the computationally intensive task of determining visible
wall segments from each viewpoint, we employ a BSP-tree[14] to accelerate
processing.

4.2. Visibility Field

Laser scanning is limited to visible surfaces, leaving occluded areas unob-
served. Therefore, visibility and coverage analysis are essential for viewpoint
planning, with key objectives of maximizing observation completeness and
registrability. The field of view is central to VPN optimization, defining the
information captured at each viewpoint and guiding the selection of optimal
viewpoints.

A common method for evaluating the information scanned by a LiDAR
sensor is based on the length of observed walls [22]. Typically, wall length
is counted either by ensuring both endpoints are visible or by partition-
ing walls into uniformly sampled segments within the scanner’s range. For
3D cases, visibility is evaluated by counting the number of observed voxels.
However, these approaches lack normalization, yielding values that vary with
discretization resolution and do not account for differences in distance or ori-
entation to the scanner, impacting computational stability and load without
improving coverage accuracy.

Our approach instead uses the valid scanned angle to integrate relevant
factors into a single index, uniformly scaled from 0 to 2π. We define a
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Figure 4: Scan model of a static scanner. The scanner provides valid observations within
a 360° angle and a range from rmin to rmax.

static LiDAR scanner with a 360° field of view in the X-Y plane, a range
from rmin to rmax, and uniform scanning speed, as shown in Figure 4. Only
objects within this range are observable. Generally, closer viewpoints collect
more information, but excessive proximity can occlude other parts of the
field. Scanning is performed in discrete observation angles, with observed
information defined as the valid observed angle, ensuring alignment with
scanner properties.

To quantify observed data, let Circle min intersect line segment AB at
points C and D, and Circle max at points E and F . The valid observed line
segment is:

Lvalid = ∩(LAB, LEF )− ∩(LAB, LCD) (5)

and the corresponding observed angle is:

θvalid = AngleO(Lvalid) (6)

Each viewpoint is assigned a View Angle, with the scene represented as
a grid where each cell center is a viewpoint. Thus, the scene is represented
as a Visibility Field, as shown in Figure 3(b), which aligns well with LiDAR
properties and expert experience, displaying expected visibility patterns.

4.3. Converging Lines and Joints

Observation data naturally converge to the medial axis and then joints
of the Visibility Field, so placing viewpoints along these skeletons and joints
ensures full coverage. Thus, VPN optimization reduces from a 2D to a 1D
problem along these skeletons. We use an medial axis algorithm [43] to
identify skeletons and joint points, placing candidate viewpoints along these
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lines. Where overlap ratios are insufficient, additional viewpoints are added
to ensure network cohesion.

For any skeleton ridge Rij connecting joints Ji and Jj, we calculate an
Overlap Ratio Oij of the endpoints. When Oij falls below a threshold, a
midpoint Jm is added to split the ridge, ensuring connectivity. Both the
skeleton joints and connecting points are called as converging points. And
the resulting skeleton ridges are called converging lines. This iterative place-
ment process continues until all converging points have adequate overlap for
registrability.

4.4. Overlap Ratio
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Figure 5: Overlap calculation between observed segments from different viewpoints, quan-
tifying connectivity.

The Overlap Ratio quantifies shared visibility between viewpoints, a re-
quirement for robust registration. Five overlap ratios based on length and
angle are defined, ensuring effective connectivity independent of distance
alone.

Given wall segments observed by viewpoint Va as La with an observation
angle θa:

θa = Angle(Va, La) (7)

The segments observed by both Va and Vb are Lab:

Lab = La ∩ Lb (8)
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The length-based overlap ratios are:

OMin Len =
Lab

min(La, Lb)
(9)

OMean Len =
2Lab

La + Lb

(10)

OUnion Len =
Lab

La ∪ Lb

(11)

And the angle-based overlap ratios are:

OUnion Ang =
θaba + θabb
θa + θb

(12)

OMean Ang =
θaba
2θa

+
θabb
2θb

(13)

4.5. Greedy Optimization for VPN Construction
The VF-Plan greedy algorithm constructs an efficient Viewpoint Network

(VPN) by starting with candidate viewpoints positioned strategically at key
joints within the Visibility Field. For each pair of candidate viewpoints, an
Overlap Ratio O is calculated, with pairs showing adequate overlap retained
as adjacencies in the VPN to ensure robust connectivity.

To systematically track visibility, we construct theCompleteness Table
C (see Equation 1), which determines whether a given viewpoint vi observes
a specific line segment lj. To enhance precision in observation tracking, wall
boundaries are uniformly partitioned into equal-length segments.

As outlined in Algorithm 1 and illustrated in Figure 6, the greedy op-
timization initiates by selecting the viewpoint with the highest coverage as
the seed. The algorithm then iteratively expands by adding neighboring
viewpoints that maximize additional coverage, ensuring each new viewpoint
significantly contributes to covering line segments while constructing a min-
imal, fully connected Viewpoint Network (VPN).

Upon completion of the initial search, the algorithm produces a single
connected component encompassing all essential viewpoints, with sufficient
overlap to facilitate stable connections. The algorithm subsequently enhances
network stability by identifying cycles within the VPN graph. For nodes that
cannot form cycles (i.e., loose nodes), Converging Points are added to ensure
cohesion without redundancy. Additionally, any node with more than three
connecting edges from a cycle selects a Converging Joint to establish loops,
thereby strengthening network connectivity.
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Figure 6: Greedy Optimization of VPN. (a) Floorplan showing candidate viewpoints (la-
beled a to k) positioned along walls (numbered 0 to 17); (b) Connectivity graph, where
edges link viewpoints with overlap ratio O exceeding the threshold criterion; (c) Initial
seed viewpoint selection based on maximum wall visibility (numbers near viewpoints in-
dicate the count of observed walls); (d) - (f) Iterative expansion of the seed viewpoint set
by adding adjacent viewpoints that provide the highest additional coverage, enhancing
overall viewpoint arrangement.
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Algorithm 1 Greedy Optimization of VPN

Input: Candidate viewpoints V , line segments L
Output: Minimal set of viewpoints Vopt covering all L and forming a con-
nected network

1. Initialize Completeness Table C

2. Identify Vi with maximum Ci, add Vi to Viewpoint Seed Set (VPS)

3. Add adjacent viewpoints of Vi to VPB

4. Remove all L observed by Vi from C

5. While unobserved L exists in C:

(a) Select Vi in VPB maximizing new coverage Ci

(b) If multiple options, select Vi with highest overlap O with VPS

(c) Move Vi to VPS, add adjacencies to VPB

(d) Remove all L observed by Vi from C

return VPS as the optimized minimal VPN
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5. Experiments
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Figure 7: Performance of five proposed overlap ratios. The first row shows overlap ratios
between moving and reference viewpoints; the second row illustrates room configurations,
with black arrows indicating movement direction and green dots marking reference view-
points.

5.1. Dataset

In this section, we evaluate the proposed VPN optimization algorithm
across multiple scenarios and compare its performance with state-of-the-art
methods in both indoor and outdoor environments.

Due to the lack of a dedicated benchmark for VPN optimization, we com-
piled a dataset from established sources, focusing on two primary scene types:
indoor and outdoor environments. This dataset provides a robust foundation
for evaluating VPN optimization across a range of realistic settings.

For indoor environments, we selected scenes with varied room layouts
to evaluate the algorithm’s adaptability across multiple configurations. The
Structure3D dataset [56] was included for its extensive collection of diverse
Asian residential scenes, featuring both complex and compact room types
frequently used in 3D modeling and synthetic data generation. VPNs gener-
ated from this dataset can also facilitate synthetic LiDAR data production
for advancing research in 3D scene understanding. Specific scenes such as
00007, 00009, 00071, 02970, and 02972, discussed in subsequent sections,
are drawn from Structure3D. For further comparisons, we incorporated ad-
ditional scenes from Zeng1 [51], Noichl [34], Xu [48], and TUB1 from the
ISPRS benchmark [52, 24].
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For outdoor scenarios, we limited our approach to 2D site plans without
considering terrain elevation, distinguishing our method from elevation-based
approaches like [8]. Selected scenes include the CCIT and Crowsnest datasets
from the University of Calgary [20] and the ECUT dataset from East China
University of Technology [8], which represent open-space environments suit-
able for VPN optimization.

To evaluate VPN quality, we rely on expert-labeled annotations as stan-
dard ground truth data is unavailable. Where possible, we use existing
expert-labeled VPNs (e.g., Zeng1, scene1 and TUB1), and for other cases,
independent expert labels were created for comparison with manual designs.

5.2. Performance Metrics

The optimization algorithm aims to construct a minimal, fully connected
viewpoint network with reduced redundancy. As most state-of-the-art meth-
ods achieve 100% coverage, we focus on two key metrics: the number of
optimal viewpoints and network connectivity.

Network connectivity is measured using the Weighted Average Path
Length (WAPL), which reflects the compactness of the network [5]. A
shorter WAPL indicates stronger connectivity and a more efficient structure.
For a network with weighted edges w, WAPL is calculated as:

WAPL =
1

N(N − 1)

∑
i ̸=j

dw(i, j) (14)

where dw(i, j) represents the shortest weighted path length between nodes
i and j, and N is the total number of nodes.

The edge weight w is defined as

wij = 1−Oij (15)

A larger Oij implies stronger registration-based connectivity, meaning a
shorter length between the two nodes i and j.

In cases where baseline methods do not yield a single connected compo-
nent, some viewpoints may have a small overlap ratio with others. To ensure
WAPL remains computable, we assign a large weight (100) to node pairs
that lack a connecting path.
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5.3. Algorithm Parameter Effects

5.3.1. Overlap Ratio

We propose five overlap ratios according to the length of scanned walls
and according angles to viewpoints in section 4.4. Here we evaluate them in
two test indoor scenes, illustrated in Figure 7. Among them, OMin Len quickly
reaches 100%, showing limited variability along movement paths, as seen from
B to H in Figures 7(b) and (e), making it less suitable for dynamic scenes.
The angle-based measures, OUnion Ang and OMean Ang, exhibit non-monotonic
behavior, particularly along paths from C to E, shown in Figures 7(c) and
(f), which limits their usefulness for consistent registration. The OUnion Len

measure tends to be too small, often underestimating connectivity. There-
fore, we select OMean Len for subsequent experiments and analyses due to its
balanced performance across different scenarios.

5.3.2. Scan Radius

The scan model used in this study operates in the X-Y plane with a 360°
field of view, bounded by Rmin and Rmax, defining near and far blind zones.
Typical static scanners, including the FARO M70, Trimble X7, and Leica
BLK360, have maximum ranges around 40 meters and minimum ranges of
about 1 meter, allowing for comprehensive indoor coverage but requiring
precise placement in small rooms and narrow corridors.

For outdoor scenarios, we examine the impact of varying Rmax, testing
values at 15m, 30m, 45m, and 75m, with Rmin fixed at 1m. As illustrated
in Figure 8, increasing Rmax expands the area of valid placements for view-
points—defined where the View Angle exceeds 1.0—and reduces the View-
point Count (VC) needed for optimized coverage, from 23 to 14, 10, and 8.
Larger Rmax values are advantageous for open spaces, while smaller values re-
quire additional viewpoints for full coverage. These results indicate that our
method aligns effectively with real-world scanner specifications and expert
guidelines.

5.3.3. Wall Partition

To improve station coverage accuracy, walls are partitioned into segments
of varying lengths, as shown in Figure 9. We find that partitioning does not
alter the final optimization result, but only affects the selection order of sta-
tions. Larger partition lengths (or no partitioning) place initial viewpoints at
major intersections, optimizing computational cost and maintaining effective
coverage.
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Figure 8: Effect of Rmax on Viewpoint Placement and Network Efficiency. As Rmax

increases from 15m to 75m, the valid placement area (where View Angle > 1.0) grows,
reducing the Viewpoint Count (VC) needed for optimized VPN coverage from 23 to 8.

5.3.4. Effect of Windows

Including windows in the model adds complexity to the skeleton structure,
generating more detailed skeletons with additional joint points, as shown in
Figure 10. When windows are considered, the VPN algorithm requires only
a minimal increase in viewpoints to achieve complete coverage, as seen in
Table 1.
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Figure 9: Effects of wall partitions. From left to right: unpartitioned walls and walls
partitioned into segments of 1.0m, 0.5m, 0.1m, and 0.01m.

Without windows, the Viewpoint Count (VC) averages around 1.4 times
the number of rooms, while with windows, it increases slightly to 1.6 times
the room count. These results indicate that our algorithm effectively accom-
modates the added detail from windows. For precise window scans, including
window frames in the optimization process is recommended.

Scene 00007 00009 00071
Number of Rooms 5 3 9

VC (Without Windows) 7 4 14
VC (With Windows) 7 5 15

Table 1: Viewpoint Count (VC) comparison for room coverage with and without windows
across different scenes.

5.4. Results and Analysis

We benchmarked our method against state-of-the-art approaches using
datasets from prior studies, representing a range of indoor and outdoor
scenes. Indoor datasets include Zeng1 [51], Noichl [34], and TUB1 from
the ISPRS dataset [52]. Outdoor datasets consist of CCIT and Crowsnest

19



scene_00007 scene_00009 scene_00071

Figure 10: Comparison of VPN structures with and without windows. Including windows
adds complexity to the skeleton and slightly increases the Viewpoint Count.

Scene
WAPL VC Baseline

MethodExpert Ours Baseline Expert Ours Baseline
Zeng1 0.47 0.53 43.37 12 12 10 Zeng[51]
Noichl 0.32 0.38 23.91 8 10 7 Noichl2023[34]
TUB1 1.03 1.00 40.97 28 29 19 Zhai2024[52]
Xu 0.35 0.31 28.69 8 8 7 Xu2017[48]

CCIT 0.52 0.47 38.12 8 8 7 Jia2018[20]
Crowsnest 0.50 0.49 34.02 9 8 8 Jia2018[20]
ECUT 0.67 0.76 11.94 58 52 139 Chen2023[8]

Table 2: Comparison of viewpoint counts (VC) and Weighted Average Path Length
(WAPL) across indoor and outdoor scenes. Lower WAPL indicates more compact network
connectivity.

from the University of Calgary [20] and ECUT from East China University
of Technology [8].

Indoor Results. As shown in Figure 12, our method’s viewpoint opti-
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mization closely aligns with expert-designed networks, achieving comprehen-
sive coverage and creating compact, interconnected structures. This opti-
mized network design enhances registration accuracy and connectivity, even
in complex indoor settings.

Outdoor Results. For outdoor scenes, our method effectively adapts
to open spaces, as illustrated in Figure 13. Adjustments to the Rmax param-
eter notably improved performance in expansive environments, reducing the
required number of viewpoints without compromising coverage.

Table 2 demonstrates that our method performs comparably or better
than expert-designed networks, achieving similar viewpoint counts (VC) and
lower Weighted Average Path Length (WAPL). This outcome indicates a
more compact and cohesive network structure. Unlike most baselines that
often yield fragmented networks (highlighted by green ellipses in Figures 12
and 13), our approach maintains low WAPL scores, which reflect enhanced
connectivity and minimized redundancy.

In indoor environments, our method achieves a 98% reduction in WAPL
compared to baseline methods, creating highly connected networks well-
suited for confined spaces. For complex outdoor scenarios, such as ECUT,
our approach achieves a 91% WAPL reduction over baselines, demonstrating
scalability and adaptability across both intricate indoor layouts and expan-
sive outdoor scenes.

To further validate the optimized viewpoints, we simulated static LiDAR
scanning at each optimized viewpoint using Helios++ [13]. As shown in Fig-
ure 11, the simulated LiDAR point clouds confirm complete scene coverage,
with effective overlap between adjacent scans across both indoor and outdoor
environments.

6. Conclusions

We introduced a novel solution to the Viewpoint Planning Problem and
Art Gallery Problem in static LiDAR scanning by leveraging a Visibility
Field to reduce optimization complexity from 2D to 1D. This VF-based ap-
proach enables the creation of a minimal, fully connected viewpoint network
that ensures comprehensive coverage with reduced redundancy, advancing
viewpoint planning for static LiDAR applications.

Our method offers a scalable and efficient framework applicable in struc-
tured and semi-structured environments, addressing real-world challenges in
3D data collection and autonomous navigation. Our VF framework adapts
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Figure 11: Simulated LiDAR points from optimal viewpoints. Each scan is uniquely
colored. Top row shows top views, and bottom row shows oblique views with tripods
indicating viewpoints.

well to real-world settings with potential obstructions by integrating partial
occlusion handling based on initial scans.

In summary, this method provides a practical and robust solution for
static viewpoint planning, with promising extensions to dynamic environ-
ments. Future work will focus on its application for large-scale LiDAR data
collection and synthetic data generation, and expanding the method to sup-
port path planning in both 2D and 3D scenarios for more versatile deploy-
ment in complex environments.
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Figure 12: Viewpoint planning results for indoor environments. Red dots represent in-
dividual viewpoints, while green ellipses indicate clusters of viewpoints that are not con-
nected to the main network.
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reported in this paper.
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