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Abstract

Assistive free-flyer robots autonomously caring for future crewed outposts—such as NASA’s As-
trobee robots on the International Space Station (ISS)—must be able to detect day-to-day interior
changes to track inventory, detect and diagnose faults, and monitor the outpost status. This work
presents a framework for multi-agent cooperative mapping and change detection to enable robotic
maintenance of space outposts. One agent is used to reconstruct a 3D model of the environment from
sequences of images and corresponding depth information. Another agent is used to periodically scan
the environment for inconsistencies against the 3D model. Change detection is validated after com-
pleting the surveys using real image and pose data collected by Astrobee robots in a ground testing
environment and from microgravity aboard the ISS. This work outlines the objectives, requirements,
and algorithmic modules for the multi-agent reconstruction system, including recommendations for
its use by assistive free-flyers aboard future microgravity outposts.

Keywords: Change Detection, Microgravity, Robotics, 3D Reconstruction, Mapping, Artemis

1. Introduction

On the International Space Station (ISS), astronaut
time is expensive and limited. Future orbital outposts,
including Gateway, will likely have limited crews or
even be uncrewed for extended periods of time. Rou-
tine tasks on these outposts provide compelling op-
portunities for robotic assistance [9] [17]. A number
of free-flying assistants have been proposed to address
this need including the SPHERES [24], CIMON, Int-
Ball [4], and most recently Astrobee [31] robots. As-
trobee is a next-generation free-flying robot onboard
the ISS capable of deploying a variety of future re-
search payloads and guest science software intended
to serve as an astronaut assistant to alleviate valuable
crew time [31, 6, 5, 21]. One area where Astrobee has
the potential to reduce astronaut workload is as a mo-
bile sensor conducting and recording surveys. Astro-
nauts currently conduct manual regular visual surveys

of the entire space station, which Astrobee could alle-
viate. Free-flying robots, including Astrobee, will be
increasingly useful assistants, managing and maintain-
ing future microgravity outposts.

However, one challenge for deploying robots in hu-
man habitats is the interiors of these environments are
ever-changing: objects frequently disappear or are rein-
troduced. A current map of the environment is vital
for maintenance and navigation, but creating a new
map and computing between-map changes is resource-
intensive as robots could take hours to complete an en-
vironment scan. Rather than repeat the mapping pro-
cess for the entire environment, it is advantageous to
only recompute local changes—Fast Image-Based Ge-
ometric Change Detection (FastCD) enables robots to
quickly locate changes in a known world model based on
geometric projection operations performed on a small
(< 10) batch of images as shown in Figure 1 [25]. This
work develops FastCD for operation on assistive free-
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Figure 1: FastCD detects scene changes against a pre-built 3D model of the environment by computing inconsistencies
among a set of RGB images projected onto the 3D model using their corresponding poses, Ti.

flyers in microgravity. This work contributes:

1. Discussion of a multi-agent scene change detec-
tion framework for free-flyer robots. This appli-
cation can also be extended for object discovery.

2. Discussion of scene change detection considera-
tions for resource-constrained mobile robots in a
space environment.

3. Demonstration and evaluation of FastCD on data
collected with Astrobee robots at the NASA
Ames Research Center Granite Lab microgravity
research facility and aboard the ISS.

4. Release of a FastCD-compatible dataset
of Granite Lab and ISS activity data at
https://bit.ly/astrobee fastcd data.

2. Related Work

Because environment models should be up-to-date for
most applications, a common task in robotic survey-
ing is environment reconstruction. For larger environ-
ments, obtaining a new scan and generating 3D models
of the environment can be expensive, requiring dedi-
cated robot mapping time, sensors, and significant data

processing. This cost can be reduced through 3D scene
change detection [27]. By identifying only local changes
in an environment based on existing information, which
can be generated directly from raw imagery, a mobile
robot may direct its surveying to target change regions.

There are several types of change detection meth-
ods categorized according to the target scene. Classi-
cal change detection is commonly formulated as a 2D
or 2.5D problem, comparing new image data to old
background images, and is adopted in several satel-
lite remote sensing and surveillance use cases [1, 8, 28].
Pairwise image comparison is straightforward, but may
not scale proportionally to map size. For traversing
through a 3D environment in robotic outpost mainte-
nance, a 3D change detection approach is better suited.

Within 3D change detection, several works have in-
vestigated probabilistic modeling. One recent unsu-
pervised method of scene change detection uses Gaus-
sian Mixture Model (GMM) Clustering to identify
changes between complete point cloud maps of the
environment [30]. This work processes a complete
point cloud map from one survey into region-based
GMM clusters through split-and-merge expectation-
maximization [18], and detects between-scene changes
by comparing the cluster sets with the Earth Mover’s
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Distance [29]. Since this method requires complete
point cloud maps of the environment, it cannot be
deployed online on a mobile platform and is better
suited for situational awareness applications rather
than anomaly response.

Another recent method repurposed map-based lo-
calization for change detection [15]. This method does
not perform well if self-localization methods are poor,
which may be the case in a space environment. For
example, free-flying assistive robots in microgravity do
not have the availability of a gravity vector for localiza-
tion. Furthermore, in dense environments like the ISS,
map landmarks are not always available when there are
occlusions from cargo bags or human activity. Maps are
also expensive to build online for a mobile robot with
limited computing power.

Other hybrid methods augment a 2D method
with 3D information for remote sensing applications.
Changes are detected by comparing unordered 2D im-
ages collected by a mobile agent to a 3D building in-
formation model which contains information about the
geometry of the environment [14]. This method may
work well for construction applications where environ-
ments are developed according to a blueprint, but is
not well suited for change detection in human habitats
which are frequently significantly reconfigured and for
which a blueprint may be unavailable.

Finally, other geometric treatments of 3D change
detection create inconsistency maps from RGB images
or depth projections when compared to 3D models
[25, 35, 36]. These methods are fast and lightweight,
suitable for operation on a mobile robot when given a
3D world model of the environment, but are sensitive
to localization accuracy.

3. Methodology

This work applies FastCD to sequences of RGB images
to detect scene changes and discover novel objects. The
FastCD system is illustrated in Figure 2 and discussed
in the following sections. First, raw image and pose
data are collected with the Astrobee robot (Section 3.1)
and processed to remove low-movement images (Sec-
tion 3.2). A camera pose is estimated for each image
(Section 3.3). A baseline 3D model of the environment
is created (Section 3.4). Finally, candidate inconsisten-
cies are computed between the images used for change
detection, and the resulting 3D regions of change are
output (Section 3.5).

Figure 2: From an image sequence, the change detection
system removes low-movement images, estimates the cam-
era pose for remaining images, builds a 3D environment
map, computes between-image inconsistencies, and outputs
detected changes.

Figure 3: FastCD first back-projects images captured
from different poses, Ti and Ti+1, onto a 3D model. Next,
it re-projects the 3D points from the model onto a common
image plane for comparison. (Inset) The Granite Lab is
an environment which mimics microgravity for testing the
ground Astrobee units.

Figure 3 provides geometric intuition for FastCD, sum-
marized in the following steps:

1. Let i represent the index of an image-pose pair in
the data sequence.

2. Back-project (pixel-to-point) image Ii from pose
Ti into the World frame of the 3D model using
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the pose and projection matrix of the camera.

3. Re-project (point-to-pixel) image Ii onto the im-
age plane Ii→i+1 of the camera at pose Ti+1 to
create a new image containing the content from
the image captured at Ti at pose Ti+1.

If there is no change in the 3D model between when
the image was acquired and when the model was cre-
ated, all pixels taken from pose Ti should correctly
re-project onto Ii→i+1. In other words, the image Ii+1

at Ti+1 and the image Ii from Ti re-projected onto
Ii→i+1 should be approximately identical. If there is a
change from what is conveyed in the model, pixels cor-
responding to the change will re-project onto Ii→i+1

incorrectly.

3.1 Data Collection

Data in this work were collected with Astrobee units
in the Granite Lab and on the ISS. The Granite Lab
(inset in Figure 3) is a facility that replicates visual
features of the ISS and mimics 3 DOF microgravity by
placing Astrobee on a near-frictionless air bearing.

The Navigation Camera (NavCam) on Astrobee is a
fixed-focus RGB camera with a wide field of view. This
sensor collects Bayer images (at 1280× 960 resolution)
at 5 Hz [31, 21]. When Astrobee surveys its environ-
ment, it flies to waypoint stations where it may hold
its pose to capture clear, high-resolution (5344× 4008)
images with its Scientific Camera (SciCam). Images
collected with the SciCam cannot be streamed due to
their large sizes, so this work uses NavCam imagery by
default.

Two types of paths were designed for Astrobee. In
the surveys of the Granite Lab, the paths were designed
to emphasize translation. In the surveys of the ISS, the
paths were designed to emphasize 360o rotation, ap-
proximately fixing the position of Astrobee. Figure 4
plots two paths against the corresponding model, one
for a survey in the Granite Lab and one for a survey in
the ISS. Throughout this work, different Astrobee units
are referenced by their nicknames (“BSharp”, “Queen”,
and “Bumble”), as used in the Granite Lab and ISS de-
ployments.

3.2 Low-Movement Image Removal

Because Astrobee’s flight speed is low compared to the
NavCam sensor rate, the robot may capture sequential
NavCam images which exhibit little to no movement
between-frame. Data are processed by removing these

Figure 4: The paths of the Granite Lab surveys emphasize
translational wall-scanning and the paths of the ISS surveys
emphasize rotation.

low-movement images through feature matching and
optical flow. Sparse features are detected and matched
between two images using the pyramidal implementa-
tion of the Lucas-Kanade optical flow feature tracker
[3]. If the distance between these sets of features is less
than a maximum distance threshold, low movement is
detected between the images and one of the images is
discarded. Low-movement image removal reduces the
number of image candidates for change detection from
thousands to tens [21].

3.3 Camera Pose Estimation

FastCD requires an estimate of the pose of the cam-
era in the World coordinate frame defined by the 3D
model. The camera pose is estimated as a homogeneous
transformation matrix, Ti

4×4, where i represents the in-
dex of the image-pose pair in the data sequence. The
pose Ti can be computed from the body pose of the
Astrobee robot in the World frame, Ti

Astrobee, and the
pose of the NavCam with respect to the Astrobee robot,
AstrobeeTNavCam. The pose of the Astrobee robot is es-
timated at a rate of approximately 5 Hz with a factor
graph-based localization system using an inertial mea-
surement unit on the robot [10, 7, 33]. The extrinsic
calibration of the frame of the NavCam with respect to
the body frame of the Astrobee robot was performed
using Kalibr [16, 12, 13, 19]. The pose is computed as

Ti =World Ti
Astrobee

AstrobeeTNavCam. (1)

3.4 3D World Model Reconstruction

The NASA Ames Stereo Pipeline package generates a
3D map of the environment from Astrobee Navigation

IAC-23,D1,6,1,x78669 Page 4 of 11



74th International Astronautical Congress (IAC), 2-6 October 2023.
Copyright ©2023 by Ms. Holly Dinkel. Published by the IAF, with permission and released to the IAF to publish in all forms.

Camera (NavCam), Hazard Camera (HazCam), and lo-
calization data [32, 23]. It registers image data from the
NavCam with depth information from the HazCam us-
ing Theia structure-from-motion [34], and then fuses
the depth point clouds into a mesh [2]. This method
was used to reconstruct a 3D model of the Granite Lab
environment included with the contributed dataset and
used throughout this work.

3.5 Computing Inconsistencies

Given the camera projection matrix, Pi
3×4, the projec-

tion of an arbitrary 3D point in homogeneous coordi-
nates, Xi

4×1, onto the plane of image i as a 2D pixel in
homogeneous coordinates, xi

3×1, is

xi = PiXi, (2)

where the projection matrix

Pi = KRi
[
I3×3 | −ti

]
(3)

is computed from the camera intrinsic calibration ma-
trix K3×3 and the rotation Ri

3×3 and translation ti3×1

components of
(
Ti

)−1
that transform the World coor-

dinates into NavCam coordinates. Inverting Eq. (2)
gives

ri =
(
Ri

)⊺
K−1xi, (4)

the ray from the projection center of the camera
through pixel xi to the World. Each pixel of im-
age Ii

1280×960 can then be back-projected onto the 3D
model.

Inconsistencies are detected between a pair of im-
ages captured from poses Ti and Ti+1 by creating a
new intensity image, Ii→i+1

1280×960, to store the content of

Ii from pose Ti+1 given the 3D model. The intersec-
tion, Xi→i+1, between a ray ri from Eq. (4) and the
3D model is computed and and projected onto Ii→i+1

as

xi→i+1 = Pi+1Xi→i+1, (5)

where Pi is the camera projection matrix correspond-
ing to pose Ti. Since image Ii and image Ii→i+1 are at
the same perspective, Ii→i+1 can be used to segment
Ii+1.

An accurate camera pose is unavailable for most
robotic systems and the 3D model may be noisy. The
pixel xi→i+1 therefore has an associated uncertainty
Σ3×3 defined as

Σ := Σxi→i+1xi→i+1 . (6)

To account for this uncertainty, for each xi+1 ∈ Ii+1

compute the minimum Euclidean norm of the inten-
sity difference to each pixel z of Ii→i+1 in a region, R,
around xi+1 as

di→i+1(xi+1) = min
z∈R

∥Ii+1(xi+1)− Ii→i+1(z)∥. (7)

For a distance threshold τ2 = 11.82, the critical value
of the χ2

2 distribution corresponding to the 3σ bound
on the standard normal distribution, the region R is
defined as

R(z) =

{(
xi+1 − z

)⊺
Σ−1

(
xi+1 − z

)
< τ2 ∀z ∈ Ii→i+1

0 otherwise
.

(8)

If no change is detected between the 3D model and
images Ii and Ii+1, each xi ∈ Ii should re-project
onto Ii+1, images Ii→i+1 and Ii+1 should be identi-
cal, and ∀xi+1 ∈ Ii+1, di→i+1(xi+1) ≈ 0. If there is a
mismatch between the 3D model and images due to a
change in the environment, pixels corresponding to the
change will re-project onto the wrong place in Ii+1 and
the change will be detected from a large di→i+1(xi+1)
value.

As originally highlighted in FastCD, this method
has ambiguities when only two images are compared.
A point Xi

c corresponding to a change in the 3D model
generates two pixel locations on Ii→i+1. FastCD re-
solves this ambiguity using multiple pair-wise image
comparisons [26]. Two pixels xi+1 and xi+2 belong-
ing to the same change will project onto Ii at the same
location. Therefore, pixels from different images which
re-project onto the same region of Ii represent the real
locations of change. Change regions are estimated in
2D by comparing each image with m neighboring im-
ages. The default value of m = 4 is used in this work
unless otherwise noted. An example illustrating how
inconsistencies are computed is included in Figure 5.
After an inconsistency image with the 2D regions of
change is computed, the inconsistency image is filtered
through a sequence of image processing steps including
erosion-dilation, contour filtering, and change region
association.

3.6 Regions of Change

Once the regions containing changes are identified in

2D, the corresponding mean location of change, X
i

c,
is estimated in 3D [26, 11]. Every region identified as
a change has mean pixel location xi and covariance
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Figure 5: A laptop and lights are discovered in the ISS from a set of n = 7 Astrobee NavCam images. (Left) FastCD
inputs include a sequence of n = 7 images, Ii, and the pose at which each image was captured, Ti. (Center Top) FastCD
computes inconsistencies between images given the 3D model and filters the inconsistency image. (Center Bottom) Images
are projected onto a 3D model given the path and pose of the camera to estimate 3D change regions. (Right) The 3D
change regions are projected into the 3D model as change ellipses.

Σi. The corresponding 3D point X
i

c is computed in
World coordinates by triangulating the mean location
of change in each image. The 3D locations of change
are estimated by solving

AXc = 0, (9)

In Eq. (9),

A3n×4 =
[
S
(
x1

)
P1, . . . , S (xn)Pn

]⊺
, (10)

n is the number of images, Pi is the projection ma-
trix corresponding to pose Ti, and S

(
xi
)
is a skew-

symmetric matrix generated from the elements of xi =[
xi, yi, wi

]⊺
such that

S(xi) =

 0 −wi yi

wi 0 −xi

−yi xi 0

 . (11)

Eq. (9) is solved using singular value decomposi-
tion [26]. This procedure is repeated for the sigma
points from every mean and covariance of the same
region in every image to efficiently estimate 3D change
regions without requiring a dense reconstruction of the
environment. The mean of the points Xc represent the
regions in 3D where changes occurred. The covariances
associated with Xc are used to draw covariance ellipses
to characterize the uncertainty of the estimate.

4. Results and Limitations

FastCD was applied to data collected by Astrobee units
in two environments. The “Bsharp” Astrobee unit sur-
veyed the controlled Granite Lab environment (Section
4.1) and the “Bumble” and “Queen” Astrobee units
surveyed the uncontrolled ISS environment (Section
4.2). In this qualitative study, FastCD detects large
objects appearing in multiple sequential image frames.

4.1 Granite Lab Results

The “Bsharp” Astrobee unit surveyed the Granite
Lab five times. The robot followed mostly transla-
tional paths, scanning each wall of the Granite Lab.
The first four surveys (20230419 bsharp survey1,
20230419 bsharp survey2, 20230419 bsharp survey3,
and 20230419 bsharp survey4) are included in the re-
leased dataset. For each of these surveys, one or more
confounding objects realistic to the ISS environment
are introduced, including a cargo bag, a crate, a ca-
ble, and a static Astrobee unit, shown in Figure 6. The
fifth survey is not included in the released dataset. This
survey was used to build the 3D model (model.obj)
included with each Granite Lab survey, following the
framework described in Section 3.4. Object discovery
in Granite Lab data is shown in Figure 7.

IAC-23,D1,6,1,x78669 Page 6 of 11
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Figure 6: Objects are introduced at known locations to
the Granite Lab environment for each of four surveys.

Figure 7: FastCD detects several objects added to the
Granite Lab environment. (Top Row) Cable detection from
Survey 1. (Middle Row) Cable and cargo bag detection
from Survey 3. (Bottom Row) Cable and crate detection
from Survey 4.

For each survey, the maximum number of between-
image comparisons, m, was varied from 2 to 6, using the
FastCD default m = 4 as a center point. Results were
consistent with those found in [26]: with m < 4, the
results were much noisier with increased false-positive
detections. However, with each Granite Lab survey,
the quality of the results did not increase with m ≥ 4.
False positives were occasionally found near the camera
position, although less frequently, with m ≥ 4. While
the robot itself is technically a changing object between
images in the scene, this result could be mitigated by
filtering results within a certain proximity to the cam-
era. After removing artifacts, these early FastCD re-
sults appear promising.

To analyze the accuracy of the results, the 3D co-
ordinates of the known changes and of the detected
changes are necessary ground truth data. The latter
data are difficult to evaluate directly. Furthermore, the
output model provides an overview of the area where
changes are detected as a cluster of ellipses, and there-
fore a single item may be highlighted as several changes.
However, for all surveys, the majority of ellipses are
clustered around the location of the added object.

Compute-constrained processors, including the 4-
core, 2.5 [GHz] Snapdragon 805-based IFC6501s used
by the Astrobee units, must meet real-time rates for au-
tonomy software while running multiple processes con-
currently [31]. Runtime must be verified to show, at
the very least, standalone real-time performance of any
autonomy algorithm. Computational timing data were
collected for the first Granite Lab survey data on a
computer with a 4-core, 3.20 [GHz] Intel i5-4570 CPU.
Table 1 reports runtimes for three FastCD computa-
tional processes based on the number of images, n, in
the batch used to compute changes. All other FastCD
parameters were kept at defaults. Data loading ac-
counts for most of the runtime. Data are loaded as
.png images and .xml poses and camera intrinsic pa-
rameters. For online change detection, these data could
be retrieved from queues and made available to other
processes such as localization.

Table 1: FastCD Runtime [s]

n Data Loading Inconsistencies 3D Change
2 0.844 0.311 0.054
3 0.800 0.606 0.076
4 0.843 1.156 0.134
5 0.835 1.891 0.161
6 0.842 2.280 0.266

Per Image – ≈ 0.281 –
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The most computationally intensive component of
FastCD is computing inconsistencies, with computa-
tion time scaling with n. For n < 7, FastCD localizes
scene changes in < 2.5s, fast enough to present action-
able information about the environment to a mobile
robot. However, for a change detection algorithm run-
ning on Astrobee, a 10× slowdown is expected due to
the computational load of other processes. Real-time
performance of FastCD on Astrobee units is expected
to require further optimization.

4.2 ISS Activity Results

The “Bumble” and “Queen” Astrobee units each
performed three surveys of the ISS. The robots
followed mostly rotational paths to scan the
ISS Japanese Experiment Module (JEM) au-
tonomously. All six of these surveys are included
inh released dataset (20220608 bumble survey1,
20220608 bumble survey2, 20220608 bumble survey3,
20220608 queen survey1, 20220608 queen survey2,
and 20220608 queen survey3). Unlike in the Granite
Lab, the environment was not modified for the purpose
of this work: the ISS was surveyed as-is. The complex-
ity of the ISS environment precludes reconstruction of
a clean map from robot survey data, so this work uses
the Astrobee simulation JEM model [22]. Samples of
FastCD object discovery on the ISS data are shown in
Figure 8.

The results in Figure 8I The ISS, like many hu-
man habitats, is cluttered. This makes it more difficult
to detect changes at both local and full-scene scales.
The FastCD algorithm uses image processing functions
to remove insignificant regions estimated as change re-
gions. Increasing the number of geometric projection
operations by increasing m also reduces noise. Future
work using semantic labeling could further reduce noise
prior to 3D location of change estimation. It is also
important to note that the 3D Model used for the ISS
Activities is a simulated model of the JEM and was
not generated from image and pose data in the same
way the Granite Lab 3D model was generated. Since
the model was not reconstructed from real data, it in-
troduces additional uncertainties due to the Sim2Real
gap.

Figure 8: As the maximum number of between-image
comparisons, m, increases, the number of detected changes
decreases, removing spurious detections.

4.3 Limitations

FastCD assumes a good estimate of the camera pose.
One way this limitation can be addressed for Astrobee
is to perform bundle adjustment against a known 3D
map of the environment to obtain an accurate ground
truth localization. For offline applications, this method
of obtaining the ground truth pose may be acceptable.
However, for online surveying and change detection,
Astrobee would not have access to ground truth pose
information and an inaccurate camera pose could lead
to false positive or undetected changes.

Astrobee localization accuracy suffers most when
the movement between consecutive images is low and
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when the number of features shared between consec-
utive images is low. This is usually due to rotation-
only movement with little or no translation, introduc-
ing cheirality issues [33]. As illustrated in Fig. 4, the
Granite Lab surveys used T-shaped paths designed to
increase translation in the survey. The ISS Activity
surveys used rotate-in-place paths. These rotation-only
surveys suffer the most from localization inaccuracy, in-
creasing change detection errors. Other hardware- and
environment-specific requirements include good light-
ing, prominent visual features, and a sufficient field of
view for features to overlap between frames.

5. Discussion and Future Work

Motivated by the promise of assistive robotic technol-
ogy in space environments, this work applied FastCD,
a fast scene change detection algorithm, to object dis-
covery for habitat maintenance. After discussing the
specific considerations for scene change detection on a
resource-constrained mobile robot in a space environ-
ment, FastCD was demonstrated on data collected with
Astrobee units in the Granite Lab and aboard the ISS.
The dataset used in this work is publicly released at
https://bit.ly/astrobee fastcd data.

Future work could perform geometric scene change
detection in real-time with multiple cameras, use im-
ages with semantic annotations to improve change lo-
calization, or feedback detected changes in real-time
into an anomaly recovery architecture [20]. Future
work could also improve on elements presented here.
Currently, the limitations of FastCD for anomaly de-
tection include sensitivity to object size, sensitivity to
camera pose accuracy, and sensitivity to camera res-
olution. Robustness could also be further improved
through detection pruning.

Future work may also include runtime analysis on
embedded processors. This work found computing in-
consistencies is the most resource-consuming process
and is related to n, the number of images in a batch.
Computation time should also depend on m, the max-
imum number of comparisons used for detection in the
FastCD algorithm. Investigating the impact of m on
timing will be important to keep computational ex-
pense within the resource budget of free-flyers such as
Astrobee. Interesting extensions which may improve
the accuracy of the FastCD algorithm include change
detection labeling and semantics as well as robustness
to illumination change.

Finally, this type of work unlocks numerous benefits

for assistive robotics. Because FastCD estimates loca-
tions of change with uncertainty, when an environment
map needs updating, only the local changes need to
be identified and remapped. This feature is applicable
to any robotic system, whether in space or terrestrial.
Moreover, methods like FastCD allow Astrobee or other
free-flyers to feasibly work alongside astronauts in space
habitats, thus reducing astronaut workload. Further-
more, a great benefit of FastCD is its speed, which is
especially useful for a resource-constrained mobile plat-
form. As the world increasingly turns to automation to
meet its needs, it is more important than ever to enable
robots with the capability of responding to dynamic,
human environments.
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