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Abstract— This article introduces a novel method for convert-
ing 3D voxel maps, commonly utilized by robots for localization
and navigation, into 2D occupancy maps for both unmanned
aerial vehicles (UAVs) and unmanned ground vehicles (UGVs).
The generated 2D maps can be used for more efficient global
navigation for both UAVs and UGVs, in enabling algorithms
developed for 2D maps to be useful in 3D applications, and
allowing for faster transfer of maps between multiple agents
in bandwidth-limited scenarios. The proposed method uses the
free space representation in the UFOMap mapping solution
to generate 2D occupancy maps. During the 3D to 2D map
conversion, the method conducts safety checks and eliminates
free spaces in the map with dimensions (in the height axis)
lower than the robot’s safety margins. This ensures that an
aerial or ground robot can navigate safely, relying primarily
on the 2D map generated by the method. Additionally, the
method extracts the height of navigable free space and a
local estimate of the slope of the floor from the 3D voxel
map. The height data is utilized in converting paths generated
using the 2D map into paths in 3D space for both UAVs and
UGVs. The slope data identifies areas too steep for a ground
robot to traverse, marking them as occupied, thus enabling
a more accurate representation of the terrain for ground
robots. The effectiveness of the proposed method in enabling
computationally efficient navigation for both aerial and ground
robots is validated in two different environments, over both
static maps and in online implementation in an exploration
mission. The methods proposed within this article have been
implemented in the popular robotics framework ROS and are
open-sourced. The code is available at: https://github.com/LTU-
RAI/Map-Conversion-3D-Voxel-Map-to-2D-Occupancy-Map.

I. INTRODUCTION

A map is a fundamental component of robotics, serving
key roles in localization, trajectory planning, and obstacle
avoidance. The most common form of map representation is
the metric grid-based map, in either 2D or 3D formats. Both
3D and 2D grid-based maps have their respective advantages:
3D maps are more accurate representations of the world and
offer greater detail and precision, while 2D maps offer the ad-
vantage in terms of performance and minimality, particularly
with respect to computational efficiency and memory usage.
Therefore, utilizing both representations can be beneficial [1]
for path planning in autonomous robots. A common approach
involves creating and managing two separate 2D and 3D
mapping solutions, by either converting 3D scans used in
3D mapping to 2D scans for creating the 2D map [2]–[4]
or using multiple sensors [5]. However, this leads to the
challenge of managing two different mapping frameworks
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Technology, Sweden.

on a single robot, potentially resulting in mismatched maps.
This paper aims to effectively integrate the distinct mapping
advantages of 2D and 3D maps by proposing a method for
converting 3D voxel maps into 2D maps to enable efficient
path planning for both unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) and
unmanned ground vehicles (UGVs).

In the robotics literature, there are very few solutions for
effectively converting 3D voxel maps into 2D maps. The
most prevalent technique involves projecting a part of the
voxel map at a fixed height downward onto a 2D plane,
a process implemented in the widely-used OctoMap library
within ROS (Robot Operating System) [6]. Another example
is the hybrid height voxel mapper, HMAPs [7], which allows
for the conversion from 3D to 2.5D and 2D maps using the
same downward projection technique. Such approaches have
several limitations. Specifically, the projected part of the map
do not include any voxels from the ground or ceiling, as
these would also be projected onto the 2D map. Similarly,
any obstacle in the map that is not within the selected range
will be omitted from the projection. Generally, this is not
a problem in smaller, controlled environments, but in larger
environments with varying height of navigable space, with
multiple height levels or in cases where there is drift in
the robot’s positioning along the vertical axis, this method
becomes less effective.

While there are not many solutions for converting voxel-
based 3D maps into 2D occupancy maps, several methods
suitable for point clouds do exist. In the work [8], down
projection is utilized to convert a 3D point cloud into a 2D
map, after filtering out the portion of the point cloud that
represents the floor. In the past, multiple studies have also
explored the conversion of point clouds generated by Kinect
cameras [9]–[11] into 2D maps. However, such methods are
unsuitable for handling point clouds containing ceilings or
overhangs. The method in [12] generates a 2D map using
keyframes from ORB-slam [13], while the solution in [7],
[14] uses 2.5D mapping, focusing on mapping only surfaces
that a ground robot can traverse.

II. CONTRIBUTIONS

The article’s primary contribution is a novel method for
converting a 3D voxel map into a 2D occupancy map. Instead
of projecting a fixed section of the voxel map, as in existing
methods, the proposed method projects free space, leading
to a more robust and flexible approach in environments
with varying elevations. The method also extracts the height
values of the ceiling and floor of the environment and a
local estimate of the slope of the floor. The proposed method
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Fig. 1: An overview of the proposed methodology for 3D Voxel map to 2D map conversion, along with path planning for
the UAVs and UGVs, and 2D to 3D path conversion.

generates two 2D maps: i) an obstacle-free map that is useful
for computation-friendly UAV path planning, by taking into
account the height of the floor and ceiling from the height
map, and ii) a map for UGVs that incorporates walls and
obstacles using slope estimation, which again enables more
computation-friendly path planning for UGVs in comparison
with 3D Voxel maps. The second contribution is the proposal
of a method to convert 2D paths generated using 2D occu-
pancy maps into 3D paths for UAVs and UGVs using the
height map. This allows an aerial or ground robot to navigate
safely, relying primarily on the 2D map generated by the
method. These methods have been implemented in ROS
and open sourced1. The proposed method is implemented
using the UFOMap Mapping framework [15]. However, the
method is compatible with any voxel-based mapping solution
that represents space using occupied, free, and unknown
voxel cells.

The rest of the article is structured as follows. Section
III describes the proposed methodology for 3D to 2D map
conversion. Section IV demonstrates the implementation of
the methodology for converting 2D paths into 3D paths
using the height map generated by the map conversion
process. Section V discusses the utility of the 3D to 2D map
conversions in robotics applications. Section VI presents the
validation of the overall methodology on maps from two
different environments. Section VII contains a discussion of
the results. Finally, Section VIII presents conclusions, with
a discussion and summary of the findings.

1Source code is available at https://github.com/LTU-RAI/Map-
Conversion-3D-Voxel-Map-to-2D-Occupancy-Map

III. 3D TO 2D MAP CONVERSION

An overview of the proposed methodology for 3D Voxel
map to 2D map conversion is presented in Figure 1. Using
the 3D voxel map V , four 2D grid-based maps are generated.
Firstly, a height map H is created, where every cell of a 2D
grid map contains height data of the navigable free space
(ceiling and floor) relative to the origin of the Voxel map.
Secondly, a slope map S is generated from the height map
(floor height) by estimating the slope of the floor plane
in the immediate neighborhood of every cell. Finally, two
occupancy maps MA and MG are produced, one for the
UAVs and the other for UGVs respectively, assigning values:
−1 for unknown cells, and a value in the range [0, 1] for
the occupancy probability, with 0 being free, and 1 being
occupied. All 2D maps are generated over a 2D grid G2D

with the same x and y size/extent and resolution Vres as
the Voxel map being converted. Details about the individual
steps in the methodology are presented next.

A. Extraction of Free Space and Height Map

Most robots have their LiDAR mounted vertically, result-
ing in an incomplete view of the floor. This configuration
leads to numerous gaps in the mapped floor area, as can be
seen in Figures 4e and 4f and Figures 5e and 5f. To address
this issue, instead of using occupied voxels, the free space
in the map is utilized to identify the floor in V .

1) Free and occupied space: To identify the floor, the map
V is first represented as a union of free (F) and occupied
(O) ranges on every cell {xm, yn} in the 2D grid G2D of
size M × N . The free space in the 3D map is represented
by the set F = {Fxm,yn

}M×N , with the element Fxm,yn
=

{f1, f2, . . . , fkmn
}, where each fi ∈ Fxm,yn

is a range of
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free space along the height axis, at 2D grid location {xm, yn}
and kmn is the number of such free space ranges. Each range
of free space fi contains two values, fi = {f̂i, f̌i}, where f̂i
and f̌i are the higher and lower bounds of the height range
respectively. Similarly, the occupied space is represented as
O = {Oxm,yn

}M×N where Oxm,yn
= {o1, o2, . . . , olij} is

the set of occupied ranges oi = {ôi, ǒi}. The ranges in
the set Fxm,yn and in the set Oxm,yn cannot overlap or be
connected with another range in the same set. Since a 2D
path planning algorithm utilizing the 2D maps generated in
this work cannot perform collision checks on the height axis
(the Z axis), the proposed method disregards any free range
fi ∈ F with a height less than the safety margin RmaxZ ,
which is dependent on the dimensions of the robot. In other
words, an fi is removed if |fi| = (f̂i− f̌i) < RmaxZ , where
|fi| denotes the height of the range.

2) Height map: Given the free space ranges in F , the
height map H = {hxm,yn

}M×N is built as a collection
of height ranges hxm,yn , one for each cell {xm, yn}. An
element of the height map hxm,yn = {ĥxm,yn , ȟxm,yn},
where the bottom of the height range ȟxm,yn is the height of
the floor and ĥxm,yn is the height of the ceiling with respect
to the origin of the voxel map. The floor ȟxm,yn

of a cell
hxm,yn

is the bottom of f1 ∈ Fxm,yn
, and the ceiling ĥxm,yn

is the top of fkmn
∈ Fxm,yn

. The above formulation assumes
only one level of navigable space in the map in the height
axis, as in a building with just one floor or a subterranean
environment with no overlapping tunnels.

B. Derivation of the Slope Map through Least Squares

The slope map, denoted as S = {sxm,yn
}M×N is a 2D

grid where each cell sxm,yn
contains an estimate of the

slope of the floor in a neighborhood of the cell sxm,yn
,

which is the slope of the plane fitted using the floor height
ȟxi,yj and position {xi, yj} of the cells neighboring the
position {xm, yn} in the grid. The cells hxi,yj

that satisfy
the condition max(|xm−xi|, |yn−yj |) ≤ SA are considered
when calculating the slope of the cell sxm,yn

. SA ∈ N≥1

is a tunable parameter for the size of the neighborhood
considered when calculating the slope. To fit a plane at the
cell sxm,yn , the linear equation of the form

ax+ by + c = z (1)

is considered, where the parameters a, b and c are real
numbers. The interest here is in finding the slope of a plane
that is a best fit for the height and position of the cells
neighboring the cell sxm,yn , that is

xi1 yj1 1
xi2 yj2 1

...
...

...


︸ ︷︷ ︸

A

ab
c

 =

ȟxi1
,yj1

ȟxi2 ,yj2

...

 .

︸ ︷︷ ︸
B

(2)

The parameters of the best-fit plane are found using the least
squares method, given byalsbls

cls

 = (ATA)−1ATB. (3)

Given Equation (1), the slope at cell sxm,yn
is given by

sxm,yn
=
√
a2ls + b2ls, (4)

where als is the slope along the x axis and bls is the slope
along the y axis.

C. Generation of 2D Occupancy Maps for UAVs and UGVs
In this subsection, two occupancy maps M =

{mxi,yj}M×N are constructed: one for UAVs (MA) and the
other for UGVs (MG).

1) UAV map MA: The map generation begins by repre-
senting all cells of the 2D occupancy map with free space
identified in subsection III-A as free, i.e., mxi,yj

= 0, when
Fxi,yj ̸= {∅} i.e, when the set Fxi,yj is non-empty. The
remaining cells mxi,yj that are not free, but have at least one
neighboring cell that is free are examined using the following
criteria to decide their occupancy probabilities:

mxi,yj =

{
Occ(xi, yj) if Occ(xi, yj) ≥ Omin

−1 otherwise (5)

where Occ(xi, yj) is the occupancy value in the range 0 and
1 for the examined map cell mxi,yj

computed using Equation
(6) and Omin is the minimum allowed occupancy value. If
Occ(xi, yj) < Omin, the cell’s occupancy is deemed un-
known and the value -1 is assigned. The function Occ(xi, yj),
which calculates the overlapping percentage between the
occupied ranges of Oxi,yj

and the neighboring free space
in the height map H, is defined as

Occ(xi, yj) = max
xm,yn∈N(xi,yj)

(∑
oi∈Oxi,yj

k(hxm,yn
, oi)

||hxm,yn
||

)
,

(6)
where the function k(hxm,yn

, oi) defined as:

k(hxm,yn
, oi) = max(0,min(ĥxm,yn

, ôi)−max(ȟxm,yn
, ǒi))
(7)

returns the length of the overlap between the two ranges,
and when there is no overlap, the function returns 0. If the
examined cell has multiple neighboring free cells, only the
free cell that results in the maximum occupancy is used. In
Equation (6), N(xi, yj) is a set of neighboring cells {xr, ys}
with mxr,ys

= 0, i.e., the cells containing free navigable
range that satisfy the conditions in the following equation:

N(xi, yj) =

{{xr, ys}|max(|xr − xi|, |ys − yj |) = 1,mxr,ys = 0}.
(8)

Note that low walls and scattered objects are not relevant for
aerial robot navigation, as there is navigable space for aerial
robots above the walls and scattered objects. The approach
proposed for the generation of MA is concerned with the
detection of free space for aerial navigation and ignores such
entities for the aerial robot maps.



2) UGV map MG: The 2D map generation for ground-
based robots utilizes the same free space and occupancy
detection as the map generated for the UAV, but in addition,
the slope map generated in subsection III-B is used as well.
Cells near low walls and scattered objects exhibit increased
slope values as the height increases suddenly. In the UGV
map MG, if the slope associated with a cell that is free is
greater than RMS , the cell is instead considered occupied,
where RMS is the maximum slope that a ground robot can
traverse. Thus, the low walls and scattered objects that are
relevant for UGVs are detected and represented in the UGV
map MG.

IV. 2D TO 3D PATH CONVERSION

As discussed in Section I, one of the primary advantages
of the proposed method is its ability to plan paths using a 2D
map instead of relying on a full 3D voxel map. Let us assume
that a classical or state-of-the-art 2D path planner is used to
find paths in the UAV and UGV maps. To make the 2D
paths practicable for robots, especially UAVs, it is essential
to determine the height, the Z position, of each point along
the 2D path. To address this challenge, the following process
is employed to determine the Z position of each point on a
2D path P generated on the 2D occupancy maps.

To determine the height PiZ of each point Pi on the path
P , the following equation is used:

PiZ = max
(
Ȟ(Pi−pf

), . . . , Ȟ(Pi+pf
)
)
+Roff (9)

where Ȟ(Pi) represents the floor height in the height map
H at the position of Pi. The parameter pf is user-defined,
specifying the number of steps that are considered along
the path in front of and behind the current position of the
robot. The parameter Roff is another user-defined parameter
that sets a desired safe height above the ground for the
path. The use of the max function ensures that the path
proactively adjusts its height pf steps before encountering
an obstacle. For UAVs, considering just the points along the
path for height computation may prove insufficient to ensure
safe distances from the objects in the neighborhood of the
path. Therefore, when generating 3D paths for the UAVs,
an additional check is performed to avoid collisions with a
sphere-shaped safety region around the UAVs. The safety
region has a radius of 0 < Rr ≤ RmaxZ/2. If the height
calculated in the previous step results in a collision with
either the floor or the ceiling in the height map H, the point
in the path that results in a collision is moved to a Z position
that does not cause a collision, ignoring Roff at that point
in the path.

V. USE CASES AND UTILITY OF THE PROPOSED METHOD

The authors identify several use cases for the 3D to 2D
map conversion method proposed in this work. To begin
with, a 2D map on a computer screen can be more intuitive
for a human compared to a 3D map, to both visualize
and interact with, for example, in selecting goal points or
monitoring the navigation of a robot. The second use case
arises in using a 2D map for global navigation for UAVs.

Path planning using the 2D map is more efficient with respect
to memory and CPU usage, as the navigation problems are
quicker to solve since the Z-axis need not be considered.
The third utility of the proposed methods is in enabling the
use of methods (such as map segmentation or several 2D
navigation solutions) that are designed specifically for 2D
maps or scale poorly for a 3D map, to be applicable in 3D
scenarios.

Map regions, objects, and paths found using the 2D maps
can then be moved to 3D space using the height information
of the environment extracted by the proposed method. This
can be done using the method presented in Section IV, which
converts 2D paths planned on a 2D map to 3D paths for both
UGVs and UAVs.

The final utility arises in scenarios where multiple robotic
agents need to communicate and exchange large maps with
each other. Since the 2D map has a smaller file size than the
full 3D Voxel map (as shown in Table II in Section VI), it
can be communicated between robots or to a remote location
more rapidly within the allocated bandwidth. Although the
2D map and height map do not perfectly represent the
environment, they still offer a good practical sense of the
layout, enabling the robots to perform general path planning.

VI. VALIDATION

The proposed method was validated using two 3D voxel
maps of real environments gathered from robotic exper-
iments: a small section of a cave and a large outdoor
environment. A voxel map using the UFOMaps [15] was
generated with a resolution of Vres = 0.1 m in the cave
environment and with a resolution of Vres = 0.2 in the
outdoor environment. Using the map conversion method
outlined in Section III, 2D occupancy maps MA and MG

were generated from voxel maps of the two environments.
All scenarios were executed, and computation times were

measured on the same computer. The tests were run on a
single thread of an AMD 5850U CPU using Linux kernel
version 6.9.7. The parameters used by the method are listed
in Table I.

TABLE I: Parameters used in the validation cases.

RmaxZ Omin SA RMS Rr Roff pf
UAV 1 m 0.5 NA 2 0.5 m 1 m 2 m / Vres

UGV 1 m 0.5 0.2 2 NA 0.1 m 0.5 m / Vres

A. Conversion of static 3D voxel maps

The 2D maps for the Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV) are
shown in Figures 4a and 5a, and for the Unmanned Ground
Vehicle (UGV) are shown in Figures 4b and 5b. Note that
low walls and scattered objects are not relevant for aerial
robots, as there is navigable space for aerial robots above the
walls and scattered objects. For the ground robots, however,
the walls and scattered objects are highly relevant and are
retained by the proposed method, using the information
contained in the slope map (the procedure is described in
Section III-C) and using the slope threshold parameter RMS .
The slope maps are depicted in Figures 4d and 5d.



The slope map is generated from the height map H. The
height of the floor, Ȟ, with respect to the origin of the voxel
map, is depicted in Figures 4c and 5c.

The computation time to perform the full map conversion
was 0.23s for the cave environment and 6.07s for the outdoor
environment.

Table II shows the reduction in the raw size of one of the
2D maps with height data compared to the original voxel
map. The voxel map is stored as an octree, while the 2D
map and the height data are stored in a 2D matrix.

To validate the path conversion from 2D to 3D using the
2D map M and the height map H, two 2D paths were
generated per environment: one for the Unmanned Aerial
Vehicle (UAV), as shown in Figures 4a and 5a, and another
for the Unmanned Ground Vehicle (UGV), as seen in Figures
4b and 5b. The paths where generated using a path-planer
developed for our earlier work on exploration [16] that is
designed only for a 2D map. The 2D paths are converted
into 3D paths for both the robots using the method in IV.
The resulting 3D paths are shown in the Figures 4e, 4f, 5e,
and 5f.

B. Map Conversion During an Exploration Mission

In each scenario, a robot platform explores the envi-
ronment, and the 2D map is updated alongside the Voxel
map. During the mission, only the section of the 3D map
that was updated was used for map conversion and then
to update the 2D map. The computation times for the two
scenarios are presented in the box plots in Figure 2. There
are two times displayed in the box plot. Scenarios marked
with ’*’ exclude the time spent reading the voxel map
produced by UFOMap. Since this time will vary depending
on the mapping framework used with the method, the time
marked with ’*’ more accurately reflects the time used by the
conversion method. In Figure 3, computation time relative to
the total mission time of the exploration is shown.

VII. DISCUSSION

As demonstrated in Section VI, the method effectively
converts voxel maps in environments featuring non-uniform
height variations and in the presence of overhangs/ceilings.
The UGV map includes obstacles and walls impassable by
the UGV, thus ensuring comprehensive environmental repre-
sentation. In existing conversion methods [6] [7] for voxel-
based maps, this would not have been possible, especially in
outdoor scenarios where the height difference is more than
10 meters between the starting position’s ground level and
the map’s lowest point. Another advantage of the proposed
map conversion is in the raw file size of the generated
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Fig. 2: The computation time to update the 2D map generated
from the voxel map under two exploration missions. The
scenarios marked with ’*’ are the time required by the
method, excluding the time needed to read the UFOmap.

2D maps compared to the original voxel map, as can be
seen in Table II. In cases where only UAV or UGV maps
need to be transferred, the required size is less than 5% of
the original voxel map, which is significant in multi-agent
scenarios where bandwidth is limited.

The time required to convert a static map increases with
map size. The conversion time for the small cave scenario is
0.23s, whereas a larger outdoor scenario requires 6.7s. This
increase is not an issue since the conversion of the full map is
generally performed only once. In dynamic scenarios where
the map size changes or certain areas are updated, such as
during an exploration mission (presented in section VI-B),
only the modified sections of the map need to be updated.
In smaller enclosed environments, like a subterranean envi-
ronment, the average computation time is only 0.11s, which
allows for near real-time map updates, as seen in Figure
2a. In contrast, in more open environments, such as the
outdoor scenario, the conversion time increases to an average
of 0.5s. Figure 3a illustrates that the computation time in
the subterranean environment remains stable because the
tunnels have approximately constant width. Conversely, in
the outdoor scenario shown in Figure 3b, the robot explores
more open areas during the second half of the exploration
mission, resulting in significant spikes in computation time.

An issue with the UGV map generated by the method
is the inaccurate representation at some frontiers, which
are the boundaries between free and unknown space. This

TABLE II: Comparison between the raw sizes of different maps, expressed in megabytes (MB) and as a percentage compared
to the original UFOMap used to generate the 2D map. The UFOMap is stored as an octree, while the 2D map and height
data are stored in a 2D matrix.

Scenario UFOMap (MB) 2D Map (MB) 2D Map + Height Data (Floor) (MB) 2D Map + Height data (Floor & Ceiling) (MB)
Cave 6.7 [100%] 0.3 [4.5%] 1.6 [23.9%] 2.9 [43.3%]

Outdoor 169.7 [100%] 6.3 [3.7%] 31.7 [18.7%] 57.1 [33.6%]
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Fig. 3: The computation time to update the 2D map generated
from the voxel map over the total mission time, under two
exploration missions. The scenarios marked with ’*’ are the
time required by the method, excluding the time needed to
read the UFOmap.

inaccuracy arises from the greedy method for floor detection
presented in Section III-A, which inaccurately classifies the
floor height around the frontiers, resulting in a steep slope
in these areas. Despite this limitation, the mapped area
remains accurate for UGV navigation. In scenarios such
as autonomous exploration, reliable frontier detection is an
absolute requirement, and this necessitates reliance on the
voxel map for frontier detection.

A limitation of using a 2D planner for UAV path planning
instead of a full 3D planner, in scenarios with multiple
3D paths leading to a target point, is that a 2D planned
may choose sub-optimal paths, such as flying over a tall
obstacle instead of circumventing it. A potential solution
could be integrating height differences into the 2D planner’s
calculations, thus utilizing the height map produced by the
method more effectively.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

Motivated by the utility of converting 3D maps to 2D for
global navigation, which enables the use of methods designed
for 2D map in 3D environments, and faster information
sharing between robots, this work presented a novel method

for converting 3D voxel maps to 2D occupancy maps for
UAVs and UGVs, along with accompanying height and
slope maps. A method was also proposed for converting
the paths generated by the 2D planer back into 3D space
using the height information extracted by the method. The
method proposed in this paper is capable of generating 3D
paths for both ground and aerial robots and was validated
successfully in two different environments (a cave and an
outdoor scenario).
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(a) UAV map and path plan for a UAV (b) UGV map and path plan for a UGV

(c) Height map (d) Slope map

(e) Voxel map perspective 1 with 3D paths for UAV (red) and
UGV (yellow).

(f) Voxel map perspective 2 with 3D paths for UAV (red) and
UGV (yellow).

Fig. 4: 2D maps and paths generated by the proposed methods for UAV and UGV in the cave environment. The results
from the 2D path to 3D path conversion are shown in subfigures e) and f).



(a) UAV map and path plan for a UAV (b) UGV map and path plan for a UGV

(c) Height map (d) Slope map

(e) Voxel map perspective 1 with 3D paths for UAV (red) and
UGV (yellow).

(f) Voxel map perspective 2 with 3D paths for UAV (red) and
UGV (yellow).

Fig. 5: 2D maps and paths generated by the proposed methods for UAV and UGV in the cave environment. The results
from the 2D path to 3D path conversion are shown in subfigures e) and f).
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