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Abstract

Understanding geometric, semantic, and instance informa-
tion in 3D scenes from sequential video data is essential for
applications in robotics and augmented reality. However,
existing Simultaneous Localization and Mapping (SLAM)
methods generally focus on either geometric or semantic
reconstruction. In this paper, we introduce PanoSLAM, the
first SLAM system to integrate geometric reconstruction,
3D semantic segmentation, and 3D instance segmentation
within a unified framework. Our approach builds upon 3D
Gaussian Splatting, modified with several critical compo-
nents to enable efficient rendering of depth, color, seman-
tic, and instance information from arbitrary viewpoints. To
achieve panoptic 3D scene reconstruction from sequential
RGB-D videos, we propose an online Spatial-Temporal Lift-
ing (STL) module that transfers 2D panoptic predictions
from vision models into 3D Gaussian representations. This
STL module addresses the challenges of label noise and in-
consistencies in 2D predictions by refining the pseudo la-
bels across multi-view inputs, creating a coherent 3D rep-
resentation that enhances segmentation accuracy. Our ex-
periments show that PanoSLAM outperforms recent seman-
tic SLAM methods in both mapping and tracking accuracy.
For the first time, it achieves panoptic 3D reconstruction of
open-world environments directly from the RGB-D video. 1

1. Introduction

Semantic Simultaneous Localization and Mapping (SLAM)
combines scene reconstruction and camera pose estima-
tion with semantic scene understanding, providing a more
comprehensive interpretation of the environment than tra-
ditional SLAM. By generating 3D semantic maps, seman-
tic SLAM facilitates applications in diverse fields, includ-
ing autonomous driving, robotic navigation, and digital city
planning. These semantic maps contribute to advanced
decision-making and environment interaction, making se-

1https://github.com/runnanchen/PanoSLAM.
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Figure 1. We present PanoSLAM, a SLAM system based on 3D
Gaussian Splatting, capable of 3D geometric, semantic and in-
stance reconstruction from unlabeled RGB-D videos.

mantic SLAM a cornerstone technology in intelligent sys-
tems.

However, existing semantic SLAM methods [14, 29, 30,
68, 69] face limitations in fully capturing the panoptic na-
ture of 3D scenes, an essential aspect that includes both in-
stance and semantic-level details. Additionally, these meth-
ods generally rely on densely labeled scenes for seman-
tic mapping, a requirement that is labor-intensive, time-
consuming, and cost-prohibitive, especially in open-world
environments where scene diversity makes manual label-
ing impractical. This challenge underscores a fundamental
question: How can we reconstruct a panoptic 3D scene from
sequential video data without the need for manual semantic
annotation?

Our approach is inspired by recent breakthroughs in
vision foundation models such as CLIP [44] and SAM
[24], which demonstrate remarkable zero-shot perception
capabilities across diverse environments. These foundation
models have opened up new possibilities for transferring
2D vision knowledge to 3D representations, which include
point clouds [3, 6, 39], Neural Fields [20, 51], and 3D Gaus-
sians [43, 50], enabling label-free 3D scene understanding.
However, the application of these models in SLAM has
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been hindered by substantial offline optimization require-
ments, which conflict with the online demands of SLAM.

Recent advancements in Gaussian Splatting [19] have
shown promising results for scene reconstruction by lever-
aging 3D Gaussian representations, which allow for high-
quality and efficient rendering through a splatting-based ap-
proach. Some SLAM systems [18, 36, 62, 66] have adopted
3D Gaussian Splatting to achieve photorealistic scene map-
ping. Yet, integrating vision foundation models into SLAM
systems for open-world 3D scene understanding remains an
unexplored area, leaving a gap in fully panoptic SLAM re-
construction methods.

In this work, we address this gap by introducing
PanoSLAM, a novel SLAM framework that enables panop-
tic 3D scene reconstruction from unlabeled RGB-D video
input. Our method builds upon the Gaussian Splatting
technique, enhanced with critical modifications for panop-
tic rendering, including semantic Gaussian initialization,
densification, and panoptic segmentation formulation. A
primary challenge in our approach is dealing with label
noise, as we rely on pseudo-labels from 2D panoptic pre-
dictions provided by vision models. These pseudo-labels
are susceptible to noise, such as inconsistencies in mask
predictions and class labels across different views, which
can create conflicts during optimization and degrade se-
mantic map quality. To tackle this challenge, we intro-
duce a Spatial-Temporal Lifting (STL) module that refines
the noisy pseudo-labels by projecting them into 3D space,
leveraging multi-view consistency to enhance the reliability
of labels in 3D. Our STL module integrates multi-view 2D
panoptic predictions to create a cohesive 3D representation,
addressing label noise and facilitating high-quality panoptic
scene reconstruction.

We evaluate PanoSLAM on benchmark datasets, in-
cluding Replica [52] and ScanNet++ [64], where our
method significantly outperforms recent semantic SLAM
approaches in mapping and tracking accuracy. Notably,
PanoSLAM is the first method to achieve panoptic 3D scene
reconstruction without manual labels. Our work combines
efficient Gaussian Splatting with vision foundation models,
to extend the possibilities of panoptic 3D reconstruction in
diverse open-world environments.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• We introduce the first panoptic 3D scene reconstruction

method based on Gaussian Splatting within a SLAM
framework.

• We propose an innovative Spatial-Temporal Lifting mod-
ule for consistent 2D-to-3D knowledge distillation across
multiple views, addressing challenges with noisy labels
in panoptic reconstruction.

• Our experimental results demonstrate that PanoSLAM
achieves state-of-the-art performance, pioneering label-
free panoptic 3D scene reconstruction.

2. Related Work
Scene Understanding. Scene understanding, which fo-
cuses on recognizing objects and their relationships, is
essential in fields like robotics, autonomous driving, and
smart cities. While supervised methods have significantly
advanced both 2D and 3D scene understanding [7–11, 15,
26, 27, 33, 42, 53, 55, 58, 59, 61, 65, 70, 71], they rely on
extensive annotations, limiting their adaptability to new ob-
ject categories outside the training data. To address these
limitations, some approaches focus on open-world scene
understanding [1, 2, 4, 4, 5, 13, 16, 28, 31, 34, 35, 37,
45, 60, 67], while others [3, 6, 40, 41, 49, 63] aim to re-
duce 3D annotation demands by leveraging knowledge from
2D networks. However, these methods often face chal-
lenges in open-world scenarios where label-free, real-time
understanding is crucial. Vision foundation models like
CLIP [44] and SAM [24] have shown strong potential in
open-world tasks. Efforts like CLIP2Scene [3] and CNS [6]
transfer 2D vision model knowledge to 3D representations
(e.g., point clouds, Neural Fields, and 3D Gaussians) for
label-free 3D understanding, often using a 2D-3D calibra-
tion matrix. However, these approaches typically require
extensive offline optimization, which restricts their online
application in SLAM. Our work integrates online SLAM
with knowledge from 2D vision models, enabling efficient
reconstruction of 3D panoptic semantic maps from unla-
beled RGB-D videos.
Semantic SLAM. Traditional SLAM methods follow
frameworks like MonoSLAM [12], PTAM [25], and ORB
SLAM [38], which separate tasks into mapping and track-
ing. Recent approaches leverage neural implicit repre-
sentation and rendering for dense SLAM [17, 48, 54, 57,
68, 72]. Gaussian Splatting [19], based on 3D Gaus-
sians, has emerged as a more efficient alternative for
3D scene reconstruction [19, 21, 22, 32, 56], inspiring
Gaussian-based SLAM methods [18, 36, 62, 66]. For ex-
ample, SplaTAM [18] uses silhouette-guided optimization
for dense mapping, while Gaussian SLAM [36] incorpo-
rates Gaussian insertion and pruning for monocular SLAM.

Semantic SLAM methods [14, 29, 30, 68, 69] en-
hance environmental understanding by integrating seman-
tic information into SLAM. Object-aware systems like
SLAM++ [47] and Kimera [46] capture object-level or se-
mantic mesh information, while recent methods such as
SGS-SLAM [30] and SemGauss-SLAM [69] apply 3D
Gaussian Splatting for semantic SLAM. However, these
methods depend on manual labels and struggle with open-
world generalization, limiting their scalability and adapt-
ability to diverse, unstructured environments. In contrast,
this paper proposes a Gaussian-based SLAM system that re-
constructs 3D panoptic semantic maps in open-world envi-
ronments without any input labels, achieving robust, label-
free scene understanding suitable for online applications.
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Figure 2. Overview of the PanoSLAM framework for panoptic 3D scene reconstruction from unlabeled RGB-D videos. The system
comprises four main components: (1) Camera Tracking: Estimating camera poses from input RGB-D videos to facilitate 3D mapping.
(2) Panoptic Information Inference: Utilizing 2D vision models to generate multi-view 2D panoptic pseudo-labels, which are re-projected
into 3D space for label refinement. (3) 3D Gaussians Updating: Constructing and updating a 3D Gaussian map for efficient rendering
and mapping. (4) Spatial-Temporal Lifting: Refining 3D panoptic pseudo-labels through consistent optimization across multiple views to
address label noise, enabling high-quality panoptic scene reconstruction.

3. Methodology

Current semantic SLAM methods fall short in capturing
both instance-level and semantic details, collectively known
as panoptic information. In this section, we introduce a new
method, called PanoSLAM, designed to efficiently recon-
struct 3D panoptic semantic maps from unlabeled RGB-D
videos. PanoSLAM achieves this by transferring the knowl-
edge of a 2D vision model into an online SLAM system.
Specifically, we enhance a Gaussian-based SLAM frame-
work with the capability to render panoptic information
through targeted modifications to the Gaussian Splatting-
based SLAM. Additionally, we develop a novel Spatial-
Temporal Lifting module to handle noisy labels effectively.
The following sections provide a brief overview of the
Gaussian-based SLAM system, detail our modifications,
and present the Spatial-Temporal Lifting module.

3.1. Preliminaries about Gaussian-based SLAM
Our system builds upon SplaTAM [18], a state-of-the-art
dense RGB-D SLAM solution that leverages 3D Gaussian
Splatting. SplaTAM represents the environment as a col-
lection of 3D Gaussians, which can be rendered into high-
quality color and depth images. By utilizing differentiable
rendering and gradient-based optimization, it jointly opti-
mizes the camera pose for each frame and constructs a vol-
umetric map of the scene. In the following sections, we pro-
vide a brief overview of 3D Gaussian Splatting, followed by
a detailed description of each module in SplaTAM.

Gaussian Representation. SplaTAM simplifies the
Gaussian representation by adopting view-independent
color and ensuring isotropy of the Gaussians. Each
Gaussian is thus characterized by only eight parameters:
three values for its RGB color c ∈ R3, three for its center
position u ∈ R3, one for the radius (standard deviation) r,
and one for opacity o. The contribution of each Gaussian
to a point in 3D space x ∈ R3 is determined by the
standard (unnormalized) Gaussian function, modulated by
its opacity:

f(x) = o exp

(
−∥ x− u ∥2

2r2

)
. (1)

Differentiable Rendering via Splatting. SplaTAM ren-
ders an RGB image by sorting a collection of 3D Gaussians
from front to back and then efficiently alpha-compositing
the splatted 2D projection of each Gaussian in pixel space.
The color of a rendered pixel P = (u, v) can be expressed
as:

C(P ) =

n∑
i=1

cifi(P )

i−1∏
j=1

(1− fi(P )), (2)

where fi(P ) is calculated according to Eq. 1, using the u
and r values of the splatted 2D Gaussians in pixel space:

u2D = G
Etu

d
, r2D =

fr

d
, d = (Etu)z, (3)



where the variables G, Et, f , and d represent the camera
intrinsic matrix, extrinsic matrix for the rotation and trans-
lation of the camera at frame t, focal length (known), and
the depth of the i-th Gaussian in camera coordinates, re-
spectively.

3.2. PanoSLAM

Our PanoSLAM method, built upon Gaussian-based
SLAM, integrates 2D vision model knowledge into a Gaus-
sian SLAM system to efficiently reconstruct 3D panoptic
maps from unlabeled RGB-D videos. To enable this, we
implement key modifications for Splatting-based SLAM,
allowing it to render panoptic information through seman-
tic Gaussian initialization, densification, and panoptic seg-
mentation formulation. The system leverages the 2D vi-
sion model’s panoptic predictions, including instance and
semantic labels, as pseudo-labels to guide 3D panoptic map
reconstruction. However, these pseudo-labels are suscepti-
ble to label noise, such as inconsistent mask and class pre-
dictions across views, which can create optimization con-
flicts and degrade the quality of the semantic map. To
mitigate the effects of noisy pseudo-labels, we introduce a
Spatial-Temporal Lifting module. In the following, we ex-
plain the steps and insights of PanoSLAM in detail.

Semantic Gaussian Representation, Initialization, and
Densification. In contrast to SplaTAM, where each Gaus-
sian is parameterized with 8 values, PanoSLAM assigns 13
values per Gaussian to facilitate semantic rendering. These
include three values for its semantic embedding s ∈ R3,
one for its semantic radius r̂ (standard deviation), and one
for semantic opacity ô, along with the same 8 parameters as
in SplaTAM. The semantic embedding of a pixel P = (u, v)
is thus rendered as:

S(P ) =

n∑
i=1

sif̂i(P )

i−1∏
j=1

(1− f̂i(P )), (4)

where f̂i(P ) is calculated using Eqs. 1 and 3 with r̂ and ô
values.

To initialize the Gaussians in the first frame, we set the
camera pose to identity and add a new Gaussian for each
pixel. The center u is determined by unprojecting the pixel
depth, and both the radius r and semantic radius r̂ are set to
a one-pixel radius in the 2D image, i.e., r̂ = r = DGT

f . The
color c and semantic embedding s are initialized to the pixel
color, while both optical opacity o and semantic opacity ô
are initialized to 0.5.

For densification in subsequent frames, we add Gaussian
kernels at locations where existing ones fail to adequately
capture the scene’s geometry or semantics. To identify these

areas, we define a densification mask as follows:

M(P ) = (F (P ) < 0.5) or (F̂ (P ) < 0.5) or

(L(D(P )) > T ),
(5)

where D(P ) is the differentiably rendered depth:

D(P ) =

n∑
i=1

difi(P )

i−1∏
j=1

(1− fi(P )), (6)

and F̂ (P ) is the silhouette map for visibility determination,
calculated using ô and r̂:

F̂ (P ) =

n∑
i=1

f̂i(P )

i−1∏
j=1

(1− f̂i(P )), (7)

where T is a threshold set to 50 times the median depth er-
ror. The densification mask serves a dual purpose: identify-
ing areas where the map lacks density (S < 0.5) in geom-
etry or semantics and detecting discrepancies between the
ground-truth depth and the rendered depth. For each pixel
flagged by this mask, we introduce a new Gaussian using
the same initialization as in the first frame.

Camera Tracking. Camera tracking involves estimating
the camera pose of the current incoming online RGB-D im-
age in the input stream. The camera pose is initialized for a
new timestep through a constant velocity forward projection
of the pose parameters in the camera centre + quaternion
space:

Et+1 = Et + (Et − Et−1). (8)

The camera pose Et is then iteratively refined through
gradient-based optimization by differentiably rendering
RGB, depth, and silhouette maps and adjusting the cam-
era parameters to minimize the loss, while fixing Gaussian
parameters.

Panoptic Segmentation Formulation. Panoptic segmen-
tation is achieved by combining semantic and instance seg-
mentation. Inspired by Maskformer [8], we decompose the
panoptic segmentation task into two steps: 1) segmenting
the image into N regions using binary masks, and 2) as-
signing each region a probability distribution over K cat-
egories. Specifically, for each pixel P = (u, v), we first
generate region predictions:

R(P ) = Γ(S(P ))⊗M, (9)

where R(P ) ∈ RN represents the predicted distribution
over N regions, M ∈ RN×H is a set of N region embed-
dings with H dimensions, Γ(•) is an MLP decoder that ele-
vates the semantic embedding dimension from 3 to H , and



⊗ denotes matrix multiplication. The N regions are then
classified into K categories as follows:

O(M) = M⊗ C, (10)

where C ∈ RN×K serves as the classifier, and O(M) ∈
RK represents the predicted distribution over K cate-
gories. These definitions effectively assign a pixel at lo-
cation P = (u, v) to the i-th probability-region and j-th
probability-category only if both the region prediction prob-
ability Ri(P ) and the highest class probability Oj(M) are
sufficiently high [8]. Low-confidence predictions are dis-
carded before inference, and segments with substantial parts
of their binary masks occluded by other predictions are also
removed.

Spatial-Temporally Lifting. Given the absence of
ground truth labels, for each image frame of the input video
sequences, we utilize the off-the-shelf 2D vision model
to perform panoptic prediction for each pixel P = (u, v),
including both instances {R̂t(P )}Tt=1 and semantics pre-
dictions {Ôt(P )}Tt=1. Here, T is the number of time steps
(i.e., image frames) to be processed. These predictions are
then utilized as the pseudo labels to optimize the panoptic
segmentation results from PanoSLAM. However, these
predictions usually contain noisy labels that may corrupt
the optimization process.

To address this issue, we unify the panoptic prediction
across different time steps over the shared 3D shape through
multi-view correspondence. To facilitate this, given two
pixels P ∗1 and P ∗2 belonging to different views, if their re-
spective unprojected 3D points P∗1 and P∗2 are located in
the same local small voxel space, we regard these two pix-
els as being in correspondence. Specifically, to efficiently
identify corresponding pixels across the T frames, we first
re-project the pixel depths of each frame to the world coor-
dinates according to their corresponding camera poses and
intrinsic (Eq. 11). These reprojected 3D points are then
fused to form a point cloud. The 3D space occupied by this
point cloud is uniformly split into voxels with a specified
size Sn, and we quantize all these points into the centers
of voxels directly, allowing us to quickly obtain the corre-
sponding voxel indices. Finally, the points sharing the same
voxel index indicate that they are located in the same local
small voxel and inherently should have consistent seman-
tic labels for the corresponding pixels across the T frames.
This approach allows us to efficiently determine the corre-
spondence of pixels and unify the semantic labels of these
pixels.

Specifically, we unprojected the 2D pixel Pt to the 3D
location Pt ∈ R3 by following:

Pt = E−1
t G−1dPt, (11)

where E−1
t is the inverse camera pose at the t time step,

and d and G are the ground truth depth and camera intrinsic
matrix, respectively.

In the next, we set all region predictions to be identical
within the same local voxel gn, i.e.,

R̂(P ∗) =
1

|gn|
∑
∗∈gn

R̂(P ∗), (12)

To this end, we obtain the spatial-temporal refined region
prediction {R̂t(P

∗)}Tt=1. Notably, in our panoptic seg-
mentation formulation Eq. 10, the semantics predictions
{Ôt(M)}Tt=1 of each pixel are adjusted accordingly when
their region prediction is changed.

We optimize the Gaussian SLAM system by minimiz-
ing a color rendering loss L1 (Ct(P ), CGT ), a depth ren-
dering loss L1(Dt(P ), DGT ), and panoptic prediction loss
for Rt(P ) and Ot(M). The objective function is as follows:

L =
1

T

∑
t∈T

∑
P

λ1L1 (Ct(P ), CGT )

+λ2L1(Dt(P ), DGT )

+λ3CE(Ot(M), Ôt(M))

+λ4DICE(Rt(P ), R̂t(P
∗))

+λ5SigF (Rt(P ), R̂t(P
∗)),

(13)

where λ1,...,5 are the loss weights. L1 indicates the L1 loss,
CE is the cross-entropy loss, and DICE and SigF are
the dice loss and sigmoid focal loss, respectively. Follow-
ing SplaTAM, we do not optimize over all previous frames,
but instead select frames that are most likely to impact the
newly added Gaussians. We designate every u-th frame as
a keyframe and choose T frames for optimization, includ-
ing the keyframes with the greatest overlap with the current
frame. Overlap is determined by analyzing the point cloud
of the current frame’s depth map and counting the number
of points within the frustum of each keyframe.

SLAM System. Our SLAM system is built upon the
Gaussian representation and differentiable rendering frame-
work described above. Assuming an existing map repre-
sented by a set of 3D Gaussians created from a series of
camera frames up to time t, when a new RGB-D frame at
time t+1 is introduced, the SLAM system proceeds through
three main steps: Camera Tracking, Gaussian Densification,
and Spatial-Temporal Lifting.

First, in the Camera Tracking step, we minimize the
image and depth reconstruction errors of the RGB-D frame
to optimize the camera pose parameters at time t+1, focus-
ing on errors only within the visible silhouette.

Next, the Gaussian Densification step incorporates ad-
ditional Gaussians into the map based on the rendered sil-
houette and input depth to enhance the scene representation.



Table 1. Quantitative comparison of PanoSLAM with other semantic SLAM methods for semantic segmentation performance on Replica
(mIoU(%). We report the PQ, RQ, and SQ for each scene.

w GT Methods Metrics room0 room1 room2 office0 office1 office2 office3 office4

Yes NIDS-SLAM mIoU 82.45 84.08 76.99 85.94 – – – –
DNS SLAM mIoU 88.32 84.90 81.20 84.66 – – – –
SNI-SLAM mIoU 88.42 87.43 86.16 87.63 78.63 86.49 74.01 80.22

No

Baseline

PQ 15.2 13.3 12.2 5.7 16.2 11.6 14.0 16.2
SQ 27.0 25.3 23.9 16.6 30.8 25.2 24.4 30.8
RQ 19.5 17.1 14.7 7.1 18.4 15.1 17.0 18.4

mIoU 49.07 49.80 39.96 40.06 67.45 46.95 29.04 67.45

PanoSLAM

PQ 19.9 14.1 18.3 10.6 16.7 12.8 14.1 16.3
SQ 46.0 26.3 45.9 56.3 33.2 26.3 38.1 41.0
RQ 26.6 18.5 21.9 14.2 17.6 16.2 18.3 13.0

mIoU 50.32 50.24 44.14 42.34 65.2 47.4 37.40 68.3

Table 2. Quantitative comparison of tracking accuracy for our PanoSLAM with other SLAM methods on Replica dataset. We utilize the
RMSE (cm) metric as the evaluation metric.

Type Methods room0 room1 room2 office0 office1 office2 office3 office4 Avg.

Visual

NICE-SLAM 1.86 2.37 2.26 1.50 1.01 1.85 5.67 3.53 2.51
Co-SLAM 0.72 0.85 1.02 0.69 0.56 2.12 1.62 0.87 1.06
ESLAM 0.76 0.71 0.56 0.53 0.49 0.58 0.74 0.64 0.62

Point-SLAM 0.61 0.41 0.37 0.38 0.48 0.54 0.69 0.72 0.52
SplaTAM 0.31 0.40 0.29 0.47 0.27 0.29 0.32 0.55 0.36

Semantic
SNI-SLAM 0.50 0.55 0.45 0.35 0.41 0.33 0.62 0.50 0.46
DNS SLAM 0.49 0.46 0.38 0.34 0.35 0.39 0.62 0.60 0.45

Ours 0.34 0.44 0.24 0.48 0.29 0.33 0.52 0.52 0.39

Table 3. Evaluation on ScanNet++ (Scene 8b5caf3398 and
b20a261fdf) dataset. The experiment result indicates our method’s
efficiency in real-world scenes.

Scenes Methods PQ SQ RQ mIoU PSNR ↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓

8b5caf3398 base 16.1 26.4 18.3 51.16 - - -
Ours 20.3 39.5 33.1 53.26 27.74 0.92 0.13

b20a261fdf base 11.9 18.7 20.4 46.51 - - -
Ours 19.2 42.8 28.3 48.20 28.05 0.91 0.15

Finally, in the Spatial-Temporal Lifting step, we refine
the parameters of all Gaussians in the scene by minimizing
RGB, depth and panoptic prediction errors across all images
up to frame t + 1, given the camera poses from frame 1 to
t + 1. This is achieved by optimizing a selected subset of
keyframes that overlap with the most recent frame, keeping
the batch size manageable for efficient computation.

4. Experiments
Datasets. We evaluate the performance of PanoSLAM
on the Replica [52] and ScanNet++ [64] datasets, both of
which provide ground truth annotations for comprehensive
benchmarking. In our experiments, we use eight scenes
from the Replica dataset and two scenes from the Scan-
Net++ dataset to assess PanoSLAM’s mapping, tracking,
and segmentation capabilities in diverse environments.

Metrics. To measure the rendering quality and mapping
performance, we follow the evaluation metrics defined in
[48]. For mapping accuracy, we use Depth L1 (in cm),
and for tracking accuracy, we employ ATE RMSE (in cm).
Additionally, RGB image rendering quality is evaluated us-
ing PSNR (dB), SSIM, and LPIPS. For semantic segmenta-
tion performance, we utilize the widely-used mIoU (mean
Intersection-over-Union), which provides a per-pixel accu-
racy measure consistent with per-pixel classification. For
panoptic segmentation, we adopt the standard PQ (Panoptic
Quality), SQ (Segmentation Quality), and RQ (Recognition
Quality) metrics [23], reporting single-run results due to the
high computational cost associated with training.

Baselines. We compare PanoSLAM with current state-
of-the-art dense visual SLAM methods, including NeRF-
based SLAM approaches [17, 48, 54, 57, 72] and 3D
Gaussian SLAM, specifically SplaTAM [18]. For evalu-
ating dense semantic SLAM performance, we benchmark
against NeRF-based semantic SLAM methods, including
SNI SLAM [68], DNS SLAM [29], and NIDS-SLAM [14],
which serve as the baselines for comparison in semantic and
panoptic segmentation tasks.
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Figure 3. Qualitative results of PanoSLAM in rendering appearance, panoptic information and depth. We present four scenes in the replica
dataset, named room0, room1, office0 and office2. Note that different colour in panoptic infomation indicates different instances.

Table 4. Running time comparison with SplaTam. STL indicates
the Spatial-Temporally Lifting. /I and /F indicate running time
(ms) per iteration and frame, respectively.

Methods Tracking/I Mapping/I STL/I Tracking/F Mapping/F STL/F

SplaTam 21 22 - 890 1210 -
Ours 23 24 64 930 1345 642

Implementation Details. We employ the SEEM [73] 2D
vision model to make predictions about the panoptic infor-
mation. Our framework is built using PyTorch and trained
on a RTX 4090 GPU. Throughout the training process, the
2D vision models remain frozen. We conduct warmup train-
ing 100 times for the initial five frames in order to initialize
the Gaussian semantic rendering. When working with the
Replica dataset, the image number set to 4. The loss weights
λ1,...,5 are defined as 1, 1, 1, 1, and 20, respectively. To
train the region mask, we utilize the Hungarian algorithm
to match the rendering and pseudo masks provided by the
vision models.

4.1. Results and Discussion
We performed a comprehensive quantitative comparison of
our method against state-of-the-art approaches across mul-
tiple dimensions, including segmentation (Tab. 1), tracking
(Tab. 2), rendering (Tab. 5), and reconstruction (Tab. 6)
results. Besides, we present qualitative results in Fig. 3.

Panoptic and Semantic Segmentation. The panoptic
and semantic segmentation results are shown in Tables 1
and 3. As the first label-free semantic SLAM, we com-
pare our method with the baseline SEEM’s predictions. Our
method demonstrates improved performance on both the
Replica and ScanNet++ datasets, highlighting its effective-
ness in label-free panoptic and semantic segmentation.

Tracking. As shown in Tab. 2, our approach achieves su-
perior tracking accuracy compared to other semantic SLAM
methods. This improvement is largely due to the Spatial-
Temporal Lifting technique, which ensures consistent se-
mantic information over time and across viewpoints, effec-
tively reducing accumulated drift in the tracking process.

Rendering. Table 5 presents the rendering quality on in-
put views from the Replica dataset. Our method achieves
the highest performance across PSNR, SSIM, and LPIPS
metrics compared to other dense semantic SLAM methods,
indicating superior visual fidelity.

Reconstruction. As shown in Tab. 6, our method out-
performs other semantic SLAM methods in reconstruction
accuracy, demonstrating its superior effectiveness and effi-
ciency in the 3D mapping process.

Qualitative Results. Fig. 3 shows qualitative evaluations
of PanoSLAM, highlighting its performance in rendering
appearance, semantics, and depth. Notably, PanoSLAM
achieves impressive panoptic and semantic segmentation re-
sults without any manual labels, underscoring its robustness
in label-free environments.

Running Time Analysis. Table 4 provides a running time
analysis, showing that our method incurs slightly higher
per-iteration times for tracking (19.9 ms vs. 15.2 ms) and
mapping (46.0 ms vs. 27.0 ms) compared to SplaTAM, due
to the added panoptic processing. Nevertheless, the per-
frame times remain efficient, with minimal overhead from
the STL module (0.979 ms), confirming the overall effi-
ciency of our approach.



Table 5. Quantitative comparison of training view rendering performance on Replica dataset. Our work outperforms other semantic SLAM
methods on all three metrics across all scenes.

Type Methods Metrics room0 room1 room2 office0 office1 office2 office3 office4 Avg.

Visual

NICE-SLAM
PSNR↑ 22.12 22.47 24.52 29.07 30.34 19.66 22.23 24.94 24.42
SSIM↑ 0.689 0.757 0.814 0.874 0.886 0.797 0.801 0.856 0.809
LPIPS↓ 0.330 0.271 0.208 0.229 0.181 0.235 0.209 0.198 0.233

Co-SLAM
PSNR↑ 27.27 28.45 29.06 34.14 34.87 28.43 28.76 30.91 30.24
SSIM↑ 0.910 0.909 0.932 0.961 0.969 0.938 0.941 0.955 0.939
LPIPS↓ 0.324 0.294 0.266 0.209 0.196 0.258 0.229 0.236 0.252

ESLAM
PSNR↑ 25.32 27.77 29.08 33.71 30.20 28.09 28.77 29.71 29.08
SSIM↑ 0.875 0.902 0.932 0.960 0.923 0.943 0.948 0.945 0.929
LPIPS↓ 0.313 0.298 0.248 0.184 0.228 0.241 0.196 0.204 0.239

SplaTAM
PSNR↑ 32.86 33.89 35.25 38.26 39.17 31.97 29.70 31.81 34.11
SSIM↑ 0.978 0.969 0.979 0.977 0.978 0.968 0.949 0.949 0.968
LPIPS↓ 0.072 0.103 0.081 0.092 0.093 0.102 0.121 0.152 0.102

Semantic

SNI-SLAM
PSNR↑ 25.91 28.17 29.15 33.86 30.34 29.10 29.02 29.87 29.43
SSIM↑ 0.885 0.910 0.938 0.965 0.927 0.950 0.950 0.952 0.935
LPIPS↓ 0.307 0.292 0.245 0.182 0.225 0.238 0.192 0.198 0.235

Ours
PSNR↑ 32.89 33.05 34.24 37.90 38.29 29.61 29.82 31.02 33.35
SSIM↑ 0.979 0.960 0.982 0.980 0.980 0.952 0.943 0.939 0.964
LPIPS↓ 0.071 0.115 0.082 0.092 0.095 0.121 0.127 0.166 0.108

Table 6. Comparion of our method with existing radiance field-based SLAM methods on Replica for reconstruction metric Depth L1 (cm).

Type Methods room0 room1 room2 office0 office1 office2 office3 office4 Avg.

Visual

NICE-SLAM 1.81 1.44 2.04 1.39 1.76 8.33 4.99 2.01 2.97
Vox-Fusion 1.09 1.90 2.21 2.32 3.40 4.19 2.96 1.61 2.46
Co-SLAM 1.05 0.85 2.37 1.24 1.48 1.86 1.66 1.54 1.51
ESLAM 0.73 0.74 1.26 0.71 1.02 0.93 1.03 1.18 0.95

Semantic SNI-SLAM 0.55 0.58 0.87 0.55 0.97 0.89 0.75 0.97 0.77
Ours 0.52 0.51 0.53 0.38 0.29 0.85 0.70 1.15 0.61

Table 7. Ablation experiments on room0. We report the panoptic
segmentation performance.

Setting PQ SQ RQ mIoU PSNR ↑ SSIM↑ LPIPS↓
base 15.2 27.0 19.5 49.07 - - -

w/o STL 7.3 18.2 10.3 40.05 29.29 0.918 0.113
STL-2 11.6 36.1 17.1 46.87 30.31 0.945 0.101
Ours 19.9 46.0 26.6 50.32 32.89 0.979 0.071

4.2. Ablation Study

We performed a series of ablation experiments on the room0
scene to evaluate the effectiveness of various components
in our framework. As shown in Tab. 7, ”Base” rep-
resents the predictions from the 2D vision model alone,
while ”w/o STL” indicates that the Spatial-Temporal Lift-
ing (STL) module was not used during training. ”STL-(n)”
represents the inclusion of STL with n time-steps of im-
ages, with n set to 4 in our full method. The results of these
ablation studies highlight the critical role of STL in enhanc-
ing the ability of 3D Gaussians to effectively learn from the
noisy pseudo-labels generated by the 2D vision model. This
emphasizes the significant impact of STL within our frame-
work.

5. Conclusions
We introduce PanoSLAM, the first Gaussian-based SLAM
method capable of reconstructing panoptic 3D scene from
unlabeled RGB-D videos. To effectively distill knowl-
edge from 2D vision foundation models into a 3D Gaussian
splatting SLAM framework, we propose a novel Spatial-
Temporal Lifting module. Experimental results demon-
strate that our method significantly outperforms state-of-
the-art approaches. Furthermore, for the first time, we suc-
cessfully recover panoptic information in 3D open-world
scenes without any manual labels.

Limitations and Future Work. Currently, our approach
relies on 2D vision foundation models to generate pseudo-
labels for guiding semantic reconstruction. However, these
labels can be noisy, particularly in areas with fine and
intricate details, such as flower leaves in large, complex
rooms. Despite the improvements provided by our Spatial-
Temporal Lifting module, achieving precise semantic re-
construction in these regions remains challenging. In future
work, we aim to explore ways to integrate multi-view infor-
mation into 2D vision foundation models to produce more
accurate and detailed semantic labels, ultimately enhancing
the quality of semantic scene reconstruction.
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