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Abstract— With the rapid development of autonomous driv-
ing and SLAM technology, the performance of autonomous
systems using multimodal sensors highly relies on accurate
extrinsic calibration. Addressing the need for a convenient,
maintenance-friendly calibration process in any natural en-
vironment, this paper introduces Galibr, a fully automatic
targetless LiDAR-camera extrinsic calibration tool designed for
ground vehicle platforms in any natural setting. The method
utilizes the ground planes and edge information from both
LiDAR and camera inputs, streamlining the calibration process.
It encompasses two main steps: an initial pose estimation algo-
rithm based on ground planes (GP-init), and a refinement phase
through edge extraction and matching. Our approach signifi-
cantly enhances calibration performance, primarily attributed
to our novel initial pose estimation method, as demonstrated
in unstructured natural environments, including on the KITTI
dataset and the KAIST quadruped dataset.

Index Terms—Calibration and identification; Sensor fusion;
SLAM; Unmanned vehicles; Field robotics

I. INTRODUCTION

The extrinsic calibration of sensors is a critical component
in the advancement of autonomous driving and robotics.
Proper sensor fusion, which is essential for these fields,
depends heavily on the precise alignment of different sensor
modalities. Traditional calibration methods, which rely on
target boards, are cumbersome, time-consuming, and ill-
suited for dynamic and changing environments. Furthermore,
other targetless calibration methods, which may not require
physical targets, still often depend on specific environmental
features or manual interventions.

This paper introduces a novel, automatic, and targetless
calibration method that leverages the stability of the ground
plane to provide robust initial values for sensor alignment and
refines using edge matching, facilitating a more streamlined
and maintenance-friendly approach to calibration. We present
the overview of our approach in Fig. 1. This method is
uniquely applicable to a broad range of operational contexts,
including challenging terrains. It is designed to be executed
in motion, offering a significant improvement in terms of
convenience and efficiency.
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Fig. 1. Overview of Galibr. Galibr estimates the LiDAR-camera extrinsic
calibration result in two steps: initial relative pose estimation using a ground
plane and edge matching-based extrinsic calibration.

The contributions of our approach can be outlined as
follows:

• We present a novel, fully automatic, and targetless
LiDAR-camera extrinsic calibration method, called Gal-
ibr, that can be performed in any natural environment.
Our approach can be applied to any ground vehicle
platform and various sensor setups.

• For robust and accurate calibration, we present an initial
guess estimation algorithm using ground planes, called
GP-init. Relative initial pose estimation from the ground
improves the performance of the Galibr system.

• We enhance calibration precision through non-ground
object edge extraction and matching, capitalizing on the
detailed edge data from both LiDAR and camera inputs.

• Our method is tested in unstructured natural environ-
ments, including the KITTI dataset and the KAIST
quadruped dataset, showcasing its superior performance
and practical applicability.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Target-based Calibration Methods

In the domain of LiDAR-camera extrinsic calibration,
target-based approaches are prevalent due to their estab-
lished precision. Commonly used calibration targets include
checkerboard patterns [1], [2] as well as planar boards with
various shapes [3], and 3D structured objects [4], [5]. These
methods, while precise, often necessitate laborious setup
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and repeated data collection [6], [7]. Recent advances strive
to streamline this process by extracting geometric features
from point clouds and images, such as corner points [1]
and line features [2], without manual intervention. However,
the practicality of deploying such target-based methods in
real-world applications, particularly in autonomous driving,
remains constrained due to the challenges associated with
the manual placement of targets and the necessity for stable
calibration environments.

B. Target-less Calibration Methods

In targetless LiDAR-camera calibration methods, artificial
environmental features like edges and data intensities have
been prominent. Techniques such as those by Kang et al. [8],
Yuan et al. [9], Liu et al. [10], and Chen et al. [11]
optimize extrinsic parameters by aligning natural edges from
LiDAR and camera data. Additionally, mutual information
metrics have been employed to align point cloud and image
intensities for calibration refinement [12]. On the other hand,
motion-based methods, exemplified by Taylor et al. [13],
leverage sensor’s ego-motion for initial calibration, often
requiring significant special sensor movement. Moreover,
deep learning based approaches, including the works of
Schneider et al. [14], Iyer et al. [15], and Koide et al. [16],
employ neural networks to extract features and regress extrin-
sic parameters simultaneously. However, the generalizability
of these methods is typically confined to the dataset used for
training, limiting their practical application across varying
environments.

Building upon the limitations of prior work, our ap-
proach, Galibr, is adaptable to any natural environment,
including rough terrains, and applicable to all ground-
moving platforms. Unlike the reliance on manually defined or
environmental-specific features [8]–[11], Galibr introduces
a unique methodology that centers on a novel initial guess
estimation utilizing robust ground plane identification, ensur-
ing a more versatile and environment-agnostic initial calibra-
tion. Furthermore, Galibr advances the calibration process
by implementing a novel edge matching method for the
refinement, distinct from the direct feature comparison or
mutual information metrics used in prior works [12]–[16].
This dual-phase process, combining ground plane identifica-
tion with sophisticated edge matching, marks a significant
departure from existing target-less calibration methods by
offering enhanced adaptability, accuracy, and applicability
across diverse operational environments. The overview of the
Galibr and its detailed steps are presented in Section III.

III. GALIBR: TARGET-LESS EXTRINSIC CALIBRATION
METHOD VIA GROUND PLANE INITIALIZATION

Galibr’s calibration procedure requires the platform to be
in motion in any environment to estimate each sensor’s pose.
The overall system of Galibr is structured by two main
steps: the initial pose estimation step utilizing ground plane,
called GP-init, and the extrinsic calibration step using edge
matching as presented in Fig. 2. GP-init contains the ground
feature extraction module and the relative pose estimation

module from the ground for each sensor. Extrinsic calibration
is performed to match edges extracted from each sensor.

A. GP-init for Camera

We describe our approach for ground vehicle pose esti-
mation and ground plane extraction, integrating Structure
from Motion (SfM), RANSAC [17]-based ground plane
estimation, vertical alignment, and relative pose estimation.

During this process, we employed SfM to extract 3D
ground features, which are crucial for estimating the cam-
era’s ego-motion. The motion direction vector vc is derived
from the normalized incremental position vector ∆pc, scaled
by s:

vc =
s ·∆pc

∥∆pc∥
. (1)

For ground plane extraction in camera coordinates, we
utilized the 3D ground features estimated via SfM, exploiting
the RANSAC algorithm. The optimal plane parameters nc =
[ac, bc, cc, dc] are found by maximizing the inlier consensus
set.

To align robot motion with the ground plane, we find the
normal vector of ground plane nc over a sliding window
from time tc1 to tc2 using a threshold ϵc:

tc2∑
t=tc1

(vc · nc)t ≤ ϵc. (2)

This condition ensures that the motion of the camera
system is closely aligned with the ground plane. It is essential
for identifying a planar ground by ensuring the dot product
between the camera’s direction vector vc and the ground
plane’s normal vector nc remains below a certain threshold.
This approach helps confirm the ground plane’s planarity,
indicating that the camera’s motion aligns well with a stable,
flat surface.

The relative pose between the ground and camera, T c
g ,

includes scaled translation zc and orientation angles θcroll and
θcpitch:

zc = s · dc, (3)
θcroll = arctan 2 (−bc, cc) , (4)

θcpitch = arctan 2
(
−ac,

√
bc2 + cc2

)
. (5)

The pose T c
g is represented as (Rc

g, p
c
g), where Rc

g is the
rotation matrix and pcg is the position vector from the ground
to the camera.

B. GP-init for LiDAR

In the methodology for estimating the relative pose of the
LiDAR with respect to the ground, the LiDAR odometry
estimation is initiated by the Iterated Error State Kalman
Filter (IESKF) with a constant velocity model. Ground fea-
ture extraction follows, utilizing the TRAVEL [18] method
which is the state-of-the-art ground and non-ground segmen-
tation method, to distinguish ground from non-ground point
clouds and cluster non-ground objects. The ground plane
is estimated using the RANSAC [17] algorithm, ensuring
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Fig. 2. System overview of our approach. Unlike existing LiDAR and camera extrinsic calibration methods, which generally need initial values, our approach
focuses on estimating initial relative pose using ground plane features. With the two-step estimation, initial pose estimation step and extrinsic calibration
step, our approach outputs more accurate and robust extrinsic calibration results.

alignment of the LiDAR’s motion direction with the ground
plane. This step involves maintaining the dot product of the
ground plane’s normal vector and the direction vector from
LiDAR odometry below a predefined threshold over a sliding
window, as described in Section III.A:

tl2∑
t=tl1

(
vl · nl

)
t
≤ ϵl, vl =

∆pl

∥∆pl∥
, (6)

where vl is the motion direction vector of a LiDAR, nl =
[al, bl, cl, dl] are the parameters of the ground plane in
LiDAR coordinates, ∆pl is the incremental position vector
of the LiDAR, and ϵl represents the alignment threshold.
To ensure that the motion of the LiDAR system is closely
aligned with the ground plane, we find the normal vector
of ground plane nl over a sliding window from time tl1 to
tl2 using a threshold ϵl. The ground feature extraction result
from a LiDAR using TRAVEL [18] is presented in Fig. 3
(b).

The process concludes with relative pose estimation, akin
to the approach in Section III.A, where the LiDAR’s pose rel-
ative to the ground plane is determined. The transformation
matrix T l

g representing the LiDAR’s pose in relation to the
ground is composed of the rotation from the ground to the
LiDAR Rl

g and the position from the ground to the LiDAR
plg:

T l
g = (Rl

g, p
l
g). (7)

Here, Rl
g and plg reflect the rotational and positional compo-

nents from the ground to the LiDAR, respectively.
As a result, the GP-init phase provides an initial guess that

includes estimating each sensor’s height above the ground
and the orientation angles, specifically the roll and pitch.
Our methodology combines these components for accurate
pose estimation of both sensors and ground plane extraction.

(a) (b)

Fig. 3. (a) Ground feature extraction result (red points) using SfM. (b)
Ground feature extraction result (black points) using LiDAR odometry and
TRAVEL [18]. Using ground extraction results, we estimate the ground
plane and the relative pose from the ground for the initial relative pose
estimation of two sensors.

C. Extrinsic Calibration Using Edge Matching

Given the transformation matrices from the ground to the
camera T c

g and from the ground to the LiDAR T l
g , the initial

relative pose from the LiDAR to the camera, denoted as
T l
c , can be estimated. This is achieved by first inverting

the transformation from the ground to the LiDAR to obtain
the transformation from the LiDAR to the ground, and then
concatenating it with the transformation from the ground to
the camera. Mathematically, this can be expressed as:

T c
l = (T l

g)
−1T c

g . (8)

This operation effectively chains the relative transforma-
tions, converting the pose from the ground frame to the
LiDAR frame and then from the LiDAR frame to the camera
frame, yielding the desired initial relative pose from the
LiDAR to the camera.

The initial relative pose estimation involves the computa-
tion of the transformation matrix T l

c , representing the pose of
the LiDAR relative to the camera. Given the transformation
matrices T l

g and T c
g from the LiDAR and camera to the



Fig. 4. The edge detection examples in images and object extraction
examples in LiDAR point clouds.

ground respectively, T c
l can be derived as follows:

T l
c = (T c

g )
−1T l

g, (9)

where (T c
g )

−1 denotes the inverse of the transformation ma-
trix from the camera to the ground, effectively repositioning
the reference from the ground to the camera frame.

For edge extraction from the LiDAR point cloud and
the image, ELSED [19] which is the fastest existing edge
extraction method, is employed for image edge detection,
and non-ground segmented point clouds are used for LiDAR
edge detection. The edge detection examples are presented
in Fig. 4. The LiDAR non-ground objects are projected onto
the image plane using the initial relative pose T l

c , facilitating
the identification of edge points. When extracting edges from
the LiDAR pointcloud, it is essential to note that the actual
edges observed in the image may not align perfectly with the
LiDAR-detected edges, as illustrated in Fig. 5. This discrep-
ancy arises because most of the existing methods using edges
for extrinsic calibration [20] [21] [22] utilize LiDAR edges
from LiDAR view, which may not correspond directly to the
real image edges. To mitigate this, the initial relative pose
T l
c is employed to project LiDAR non-ground objects onto

the image plane, enabling a more accurate alignment and
comparison between LiDAR-detected edges and actual image
edges. The difference in edge representation emphasizes the
importance of carefully calibrating the relative pose between
the LiDAR and camera to ensure the fidelity of edge-based
features across both modalities. The projection is formalized
as:

Xc = K(T l
cX

l), (10)

where Xc and X l denote the homogeneous coordinates of
points in the image and LiDAR frames, respectively, and K
represents the camera’s intrinsic matrix.

In the extrinsic calibration optimization process, the goal
is to fine-tune the initial transformation matrix T l

c that aligns
the LiDAR and camera frames. We minimize the reprojection
error of the 3D occlusion edge points El

i onto the correspond-
ing 2D edge lines Ec

i in the image. The optimization problem
is formulated as a Perspective-n-Point (PnP) problem and is
expressed as:

ξ∗ = argmin
ξ

∑
i

ρi
(∥∥fr (π (

exp(ξ) ◦ T l
c ◦ El

i

)
, Ec

i

)∥∥)2 .
(11)

Here, ξ represents the Lie algebra elements corresponding
to the extrinsic parameters we aim to optimize, fr denotes
the perpendicular distance function from a point to a line,

O
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Camera edge point

Fig. 5. Visual description of different edge points of a foreground object
from different views of LiDAR and camera.

and ρi is a robust cost function such as the Huber kernel,
which helps mitigate the influence of outliers. The projection
π maps 3D LiDAR points onto the 2D image plane using
the initial guess T l

c and the updated transformation exp(ξ).
The Levenberg-Marquardt (LM) algorithm is utilized to solve
this optimization iteratively, refining the estimate for ξ, until
convergence criteria are met. The outcome is the optimized
extrinsic calibration matrix T l

c
∗

= exp(ξ∗) ◦ T l
c , which

represents the most accurate transformation between the
LiDAR and camera coordinate systems.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL EVALUATION

This study primarily emphasizes the development of an
automatic and robust extrinsic calibration method in un-
structured natural environments. Accordingly, we present our
experiments to support our key claims that our approach
(i) shows promising performance compared with state-of-
the-art methods in unstructured natural environments, (ii)
improves performance when using GP-init, and (iii) operates
at a faster speed than other extrinsic calibration methods. Our
experimental evaluation backs up these claims in this section.

A. Experimental Setup

To evaluate the extrinsic calibration performance, we
used the KITTI dataset [23], which includes an accurate
ground truth calibration matrix. Furthermore, we also tested
our methods on our own dataset, called KAIST quadruped
dataset, which was collected by using a quadruped robot,
including Ouster OS0-128 and Intel RealSense D435i. The
ground truth of the extrinsic calibration between the LiDAR
and the camera was obtained using the same methodology as
described in [24]. We collected the KAIST quadruped dataset
in unstructured outdoor environments with rough terrains on
the KAIST campus.

B. Performance Comparison with the State-of-the-Art Meth-
ods

We first evaluate the performance of our approach and
baseline methods, namely, Liu [10], Chen [11], and Koide



Fig. 6. Sensor setup of a quadruped robot platform for the KAIST quadruped
dataset.

TABLE I. Comparison of calibration errors with the state-of-the-art methods
on the KITTI dataset [23] and the KAIST quadruped dataset.

Dataset Method
Translation error [cm] Rotation error [°]

x y z Roll Pitch Yaw

KITTI dataset

(Seq. 06) [23]

Liu [10] 8.70 8.79 10.30 1.86 2.59 1.12

Chen [11] 5.69 6.36 5.84 1.65 1.10 0.85

Koide [16] 5.74 4.53 5.98 0.97 0.89 0.91

Ours (w/o GP-init) 5.82 4.98 6.83 1.09 1.13 0.97

Ours (w/ GP-init) 4.32 4.03 1.80 0.83 0.65 0.70

KAIST quadruped

dataset

Koide [16] 4.34 3.38 3.95 1.03 1.22 1.27

Ours (w/o GP-init) 5.39 3.17 5.90 0.92 1.34 1.12

Ours (w/ GP-init) 1.90 1.02 0.72 0.56 0.54 0.93

[16], to support the claim that our approach shows promising
performance compared with other state-of-the-art methods
in unstructured natural environments. Particularly, for Koide
[16], a deep learning method, we utilized the same weights
that were trained on the MegaDepth dataset, ensuring a
fair comparison across methodologies. These approaches
generally present precise extrinsic performance, but these
methods struggle with unstructured environments with rough
terrain without close artificial structures. Additionally, these
approaches are well suited to solid-state LiDARs, which pro-
vide a very dense point cloud in a certain view. We evaluated
these methods with traditional spinning LiDARs with the
accumulated point cloud using LiDAR-only odometry, which
was used in our proposed approach. The other state-of-the-art
approaches showed large errors as presented in Table I. Only
Koide [16] succeeded in calculating the result in the KAIST
quadruped dataset. The other state-of-the-art methods failed
to estimate the extrinsic calibration matrix in the KAIST
quadruped dataset. In contrast, our proposed method using
GP-init succeeded and achieved the highest accuracy in both
datasets.

C. Performance Improvement Using GP-init

The second experiment evaluates in two settings: GP-
init and without GP-init. It illustrates that our approach is
capable of improving performance when using the initial

TABLE II. Mean computation speed of extrinsic calibration in the KITTI
dataset. The speed of each algorithm was fairly checked on the single-thread
mode using AMD Ryzen 9 5950X CPU.

Dataset Method
Processing time [s]

Init. guess Calibration Total

KITTI dataset

(Seq. 06) [23]

Liu [10] 8.28 0.91 9.19

Chen [11] 60.28 15.74 76.02

Koide [16] 11.34 32.24 43.58

Ours 5.91 0.85 6.76

pose estimation step. GP-init helped to estimate accurate
and robust initial values, and it improved the accuracy of
the result as presented in Table I. The z-axis, roll, and pitch
errors have significantly reduced when using GP-init.

The visualization results are also presented in Figs. 7 and
8. The figures show fused images integrating non-ground
LiDAR point cloud data onto the corresponding camera
image. The first rows present the extrinsic calibration result
of our approach without using GP-init, and the second rows
show the result with GP-init. The non-ground objects are
somewhat misaligned when GP-init is not performed. When
two steps of our approach are all performed, the visualization
result shows highly aligned results in both datasets.

D. Runtime

The next set of experiments has been conducted to sup-
port the claim that our approach runs faster than other
existing LiDAR and camera extrinsic calibration methods.
We, therefore, tested our approach on the KITTI dataset
[23] and checked the processing time of the initial guess
step, calibration step, and total. Table II summarizes the
runtime results for our approach and other state-of-the-art
methods. The numbers support our third claim, namely
that the computations can be executed fast. With the same
condition on the single-thread mode using AMD Ryzen 9
5950X CPU, we achieved the fastest speed with the fastest
average initial guess and calibration steps.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes a fast and robust extrinsic calibra-
tion method with ground plane-based initialization, showing
its robustness in any environment and any ground vehicle
platform. However, it still strongly relies on ground feature
extraction and edge extraction results. Therefore, in future
work, we plan to combine our approach with an IMU sensor
to calibrate the multi-modal sensors to establish more gen-
eralized and robust automatic extrinsic calibration. Further-
more, we aim to enhance the motion estimation capabilities
of the LiDAR and camera by potentially employing advanced
techniques such as adaptive filtering, as discussed in Lim et
al. [25], and refining the matching technique as presented in
Lim et al. [26] and Lim et al. [27], to improve the overall
performance of our calibration method.



Fig. 7. The experimental result comparing two methods with the KAIST quadruped dataset. (Top) LiDAR non-ground point cloud projected onto the
camera image using a mis-calibrated result when GP-init was not used. (Bottom) The LiDAR point cloud projected image using result of our approach
with GP-init.

Fig. 8. The experimental result comparing two methods with the KITTI dataset [23]. (Top) LiDAR non-ground point cloud projection results onto the
camera image using a miscalibrated result when GP-init was not used. (Bottom) LiDAR non-ground point cloud projection results from our approach with
GP-init.
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