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Abstract

Current Visual Simultaneous Localization and
Mapping (VSLAM) systems often struggle to
create maps that are both semantically rich and
easily interpretable. While incorporating seman-
tic scene knowledge aids in building richer maps
with contextual associations among mapped ob-
jects, representing them in structured formats
like scene graphs has not been widely addressed,
encountering complex map comprehension and
limited scalability. This paper introduces vS-
Graphs, a novel real-time VSLAM framework
that integrates vision-based scene understand-
ing with map reconstruction and comprehen-
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sible graph-based representation. The frame-
work infers structural elements (i.e., rooms and
corridors) from detected building components
(i.e., walls and ground surfaces) and incorpo-
rates them into optimizable 3D scene graphs.
This solution enhances the reconstructed map’s
semantic richness, comprehensibility, and lo-
calization accuracy. Extensive experiments on
standard benchmarks and real-world datasets
demonstrate that vS-Graphs outperforms state-
of-the-art VSLAM methods, reducing trajectory
error by an average of 3.38% and up to 9.58%
on real-world data. Furthermore, the proposed
framework achieves environment-driven seman-
tic entity detection accuracy comparable to pre-
cise LiDAR-based frameworks using only visual
features.

A web page containing more media and eval-
uation outcomes is available on https://snt-
arg.github.io/vsgraphs-results/.

1 Introduction

Robust environment understanding, a core foun-
dation of robots’ situational awareness when
studied in the context of Simultaneous Local-
ization and Mapping (SLAM) [1], relies heavily
on the quality and type of sensor data. While
various sensing modalities (e.g., Light Detec-
tion And Ranging (LiDAR) and cameras) have
been employed in SLAM, vision sensors offer a
cost-effective solution to guarantee rich map re-
construction, forming a distinct category titled
Visual SLAM (VSLAM) [2]. Among vision sen-
sors, RGB-D cameras offer rich fusions of vi-
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Figure 1: A reconstructed map tailored to the
optimizable scene graph generated by the pro-
posed vS-Graphs, enriched with environment-
driven semantic entities.

sual and depth information. Such sensors ad-
dress the limitations of monocular cameras and
LiDARs, generating dense point clouds to pro-
vide detailed spatial information, precise detec-
tion, localization, and mapping of environmen-
tal elements [3]. To enhance VSLAM capabili-
ties, computer vision techniques are integrated,
ranging from semantic scene understanding algo-
rithms [4] to incorporating artificial landmarks
like ArUco markers [5].

Besides the benefits of enriching the map
with visual and depth data, various method-
ologies can be used to organize the data
into comprehensible structures. Among them,
scene graphs are structured representations of
scanned environments that record the presence
of “objects,” their properties, and the intra-
relationships. They secure a higher level of
abstraction for scene understanding, generat-
ing hierarchical (i.e., graph-based) environment
representations that outline spatial associations
among observed objects [6]. While works like
[7, 8] focus on tailoring geometric and semantic
information for reliable environment interpreta-
tion, others like S-Graphs [9] push the bound-
aries by incorporating the scene graphs directly

into SLAM. While S-Graphs employs LiDAR
odometry with planar surface extraction within
a unified optimization system, Hydra [10], builds
3D scene graphs in real-time from given sensor
data (i.e., camera poses and point clouds).

Inspired by S-Graphs [9], this paper proposes
a real-time VSLAM framework, titled visual S-
Graphs (vS-Graphs), that integrates scene graph
generation directly into the SLAM process. vS-
Graphs is a real-time system that utilizes visual
and depth data to enhance map reconstruction
and camera pose estimation. It reliably incor-
porates “building components” (i.e., wall and
ground surfaces), “structural elements” (i.e.,
rooms and corridors), and their associations into
the reconstructed map for a more precise and
structured representation of the environment.
Consequently, it leverages detected building
components as lower-level, environment-driven
semantic entities to identify potential structural
elements, thereby improving the VSLAM sys-
tem’s accuracy by imposing additional seman-
tic constraints. Ultimately, vS-Graphs gener-
ates comprehensible 3D scene graphs with hier-
archical optimization capabilities that pair robot
poses from the underlying SLAM with detected
entities, as depicted in Fig. 1. It can also utilize
fiducial markers (if present) to augment meta-
data into the detected structural elements.

With this, the primary contributions of the
paper are summarized below:

• A real-time multi-threaded VSLAM frame-
work that generates hierarchical optimizable
3D scene graphs while reconstructing the
map,

• A vision-based methodology for recogniz-
ing and mapping building components (i.e.,
wall and ground surfaces), enhancing map
richness and reducing trajectory errors; and

• A solution for extracting high-level struc-
tural elements (i.e., rooms and corridors)
from the localized building components for
improved scene understanding.



2 Related Works

Recent advances in computer vision algorithms
and the emergence of reliable VSLAM baseline
frameworks like ORB-SLAM 3.0 [11] have en-
abled the development of more robust VSLAM
systems. Considering the directions of VSLAM
methods highlighted in [12], depth data can sig-
nificantly enhance scene understanding, form-
ing the basis for subsequent tasks like efficient
environment modeling. In this regard, Elastic-
Fusion [13] constructs globally consistent surfel-
based maps for richer rendering and accurate
photometric tracking. However, it faces chal-
lenges in scalability and optimal incorporation
of environment-driven information. BAD SLAM
[14] targets map and camera trajectory opti-
mization through fast direct Bundle Adjustment
(BA) using RGB-D data, yet it remains highly
sensitive to initial pose estimates. More re-
cent approaches, including GS-SLAM [15], RTG-
SLAM [16], and SplaTAM [17], integrate 3D
Gaussian scene representations into RGB-D ren-
dering to enhance tracking accuracy and map re-
construction efficiency. Nonetheless, these meth-
ods overlook the integration of semantic informa-
tion extracted from the scene during the map-
ping process.

Several RGB-D point cloud-based VSLAM
systems have adopted semantic scene un-
derstanding into their mapping processes.
Voxblox++ [18] integrates volumetric object-
centric maps during online scanning to recognize
and localize scene elements. Similarly, NICE-
SLAM [19] combines neural implicit and hierar-
chical scene representations within a dense RGB-
D VSLAM framework, utilizing pre-trained geo-
metric priors to achieve improved scene recon-
struction. Yet, these techniques often strug-
gle with computational overhead and high local-
ization errors. To address semantic awareness,
works like SaD-SLAM [20], OVD-SLAM [21],
and YDD-SLAM [22] use Convolutional Neu-
ral Networks (CNNs) to detect and filter fea-
ture points associated with specific semantic ob-
jects, refining pose estimation and trajectory ac-
curacy. Additionally, the work in [23] introduces
a binary CNN-based descriptor for robust fea-

ture detection and matching while improving the
initial pose measurements. Despite these ad-
vancements, these approaches focus on object-
level filtering or reconstruction rather than gen-
erating comprehensive scene representations en-
riched with environment-driven entities.

Another direction involves using fiducial mark-
ers as reliable landmarks within the environ-
ment, offering an alternative to purely computer
vision-based scene interpretation. Techniques
such as [24, 25] detect and map environment-
driven entities labeled with fiducial markers that
contribute to a more comprehensive understand-
ing of the environment layout. Nevertheless,
their reliance on pre-placed markers limits their
applicability to controlled environments, reduc-
ing flexibility in unprepared or dynamic settings.

In contrast with the reviewed literature, vS-
Graphs is a real-time VSLAM that integrates
3D scene graph construction into the SLAM, en-
hancing mapping accuracy and trajectory esti-
mation while providing semantically rich envi-
ronment representations, all without requiring
augmented landmarks (e.g., markers).

3 Proposed Method

3.1 System Overview

Building upon ORB-SLAM 3.0, vS-Graphs intro-
duces substantial modifications to its baseline’s
core modules and adds new threads for robust
scene analysis and reconstruction. The system
architecture, shown in Fig. 2, details the individ-
ual threads, components, and their interconnec-
tions. The current version supports RGB-D feed,
employing the depth data for robust scene un-
derstanding. The core contribution lies in seam-
lessly integrating two novel threads: “Building
Component Recognition” (3.2) and “Structural
Element Recognition” (3.3). These threads are
tightly integrated within vS-Graphs, triggered
by other threads for enriching the reconstructed
maps and optimal performance.

At the core, RGB-D data processing is per-
formed in real-time, supplying visual and depth
information. Concurrently, “Fiducial Marker
Detection” (ArUco [5] library in this work) runs



Figure 2: The multi-thread architecture of vS-Graphs. Modules with dashed borders and a light
gray background are inherited directly from the baseline (i.e., ORB-SLAM 3.0), while the remaining
components are newly added or modified modules.

independently on the input frames to detect po-
tential markers and store their unique identifier
and pose in the map manager, Atlas. Visual fea-
tures are extracted and tracked across sequential
frames in the “Tracking” thread. In this thread,
pose information is either initialized or refined,
depending on the map reconstruction stage, cre-
ating a 3D map with tracked features across
frames. Finally, KeyFrame selection, a critical
step following feature extraction, is performed
by analyzing the visual data. These KeyFrames
contain 3D map points, point clouds, and po-
tentially detected fiducial markers, forming the
foundation for subsequent processes.

KeyFrames are then sent to the “Local Map-
ping” thread for map integration and optimiza-
tion, with inaccurately posed KeyFrames culled
for enhanced accuracy. Simultaneously, the
“Building Component Recognition” thread iden-
tifies and localizes walls and ground surfaces
by processing the KeyFrame-level point clouds.
In another thread, “Structural Element Recog-
nition” runs in constant intervals, extracting
higher-level entities, including rooms and corri-
dors, from the active map. Ultimately, and ow-
ing to the “Loop Closure Detection”, the system
corrects or merges the map if the current location
has been revisited and triggers “Global Bundle
Adjustment” for map optimization when a loop
is detected.

3.2 Building Component Recognition

This thread processes the point cloud and visual
data from KeyFrames to extract environment-
driven and fundamental elements beneficial for
scene understanding. The current version of vS-
Graphs defines building components as walls and
ground surfaces. Accordingly, each KeyFrame
K = {P, L, υ} passes through the building com-
ponent recognition module B, generating iden-
tified structural elements set ΠK

Ψ = B(K) for
the KeyFrame K. In the KeyFrame level, P =
{pi | p ∈ R3, i ∈ N} is the point cloud, L is the
matrix of RGB data, and υ represents additional
metadata for mapping such as camera pose.
Building component extraction is achieved by

processing L through a semantic segmentation
function S, which labels each pixel in the RGB
data, retaining only the relevant classes and dis-
carding irrelevant entities. Since a real-time
panoptic semantic segmentation framework is re-
quired to offer sharper boundary detection and
effective differentiation among objects within the
same class, YOSO [26] is integrated into vS-
Graphs. In this regard, P̂K

Ψ = S(P, L) refers to
the segmented visual-spatial data of K, where
L(x,y) refers to the semantic class label of a pixel
at (x, y) ∈ N2. Applying semantic class filtration
to filter building components’ semantic classes
Ψ (i.e., wall and ground surfaces) takes place as
follows:

P̂K
ψ = {pj | pj = (x, y, z) ∈ R3, Lpj ∈ Ψ} (1)



P̂K
Ψ = {P̂K

ψ } = {P̂K
wall, P̂

K
ground} (2)

where P̂K
Ψ ⊂ P represents the set of semanti-

cally segmented point clouds, including the point
clouds of P̂K

wall and P̂K
ground. It should be noted

that the uncertainty parameter λ(x,y) ∈ R for
each pixel LΨ(x,y) is also considered for potential
classification errors.

The next stage is to optimize P̂K
Ψ, as it may

contain noisy or low-resolution points that neg-
atively impact subsequent steps. In this regard,
each segmented visual-spatial point cloud P̂K

ψ

undergoes a two-stage preprocessing procedure.
The first step is applying down-sampling to fetch
P̂K
ψd
, a refined point cloud with reduced redun-

dancy and noise, where P̂K
ψd

⊂ P̂K
ψ . The sub-

sequent step involves distance filtration on P̂K
ψd
,

retaining only the points that satisfy the condi-
tion P̂K

ψζ
= {pζ ∈ P̂K

ψd
| θmin ≤ ∥pζ∥ ≤ θmax},

where θmin and θmax are minimum and maxi-
mum desired depth thresholds, respectively. The
final processed point cloud, referred to as P̂K

Ψζ
=

{P̂K
ψζ
}, is then forwarded to successive stages for

further analysis.

Processing each P̂K
ψζ

through RANdom SAm-

ple Consensus (RANSAC) [27] plane fitting algo-
rithm results in detecting semantically-validated
building components with their geometric equa-
tions. Thus, sets of random points pr ∈ P̂K

ψζ

are iteratively selected to calculate the nor-
mal vectors n ∈ R3 representing validated pla-
nar components π with the pre-defined distance
d(pr, π) ≤ ϵ, where ϵ is the inlier threshold. Ac-
cordingly, the final output representing all de-
fined building components is as follows:

ΠK
ψ = {πψKm | πψKm ∈ R3,m ∈ N} (3)

ΠK
Ψ = {ΠK

ψ } = {ΠK
wall,Π

K
ground} (4)

The remaining reliable elements are checked
against structural validation rules ΠK

Ψ =
V (ΠK

Ψ), ensuring that they satisfy reasonable
geometric constraints for the environment. For
instance, walls should be represented as verti-
cal planes, while ground surfaces must be hor-
izontal. The thread concludes the processing
of KeyFrame K by storing its detected building

components ΠK
Ψ within the current map in the

Atlas, ensuring they contribute to the ongoing
map reconstruction.

3.3 Structural Element Recognition

This thread is repeatedly run at constant time
intervals (i.e., every two seconds) to detect po-
tential higher-level semantic entities that charac-
terize the environment’s layout, including rooms
and corridors. Structural elements comprise
multiple building components, with their topo-
logical associations considered. The thread ac-
tively searches for layouts forming corridors or
rooms: a corridor is defined by two parallel walls
facing each other along with a ground surface,
while a room is identified by four walls arranged
in two pairs of parallel, opposing walls, all en-
closing a ground surface.
In the first step, the map’s existing building

components ΠΨ = {ΠKi
Ψ | i ∈ N} are fetched

from Atlas. Associating and merging redundant
or conflicting building components is crucial to
ensure consistency in the map reconstruction. In
this context, the primary factors to assess are the
spatial proximity and alignment of the mapped
building components, requiring evaluating both
the Euclidean distance and the angular differ-
ence between their normal vectors. Accordingly,
the building component association condition is
presented below:

∥ΠKi
Ψ −Π

Kj

Ψ ∥ ≤ ρ & cos−1

(
ni · nj

∥ni∥∥nj∥

)
≤ η

(5)
where n is the normal vectors of a particular sur-
face and ρ and η refer to spatial proximity and
angular alignment thresholds, respectively. The
associated building components ΠΨ are subse-
quently utilized to detect structural elements
∆Φ, defined as below:

∆K
ϕ = {δϕKm | δϕKm ∈ R3,m ∈ N} (6)

∆K
Φ = {∆K

ϕ } = {∆K
corridor,∆

K
room} (7)

where∆K
Φ ∈ ∆Φ is the set of structural elements

belong to semantic classes Φ found in KeyFrame
K. The structural element detection procedure
is outlined below.



Corridors. A corridor δKc =

{Πwall, π
Kq

ground, νc} in the global reference
frame Gt is a space characterized by two walls
Πwall and a ground plane π

Kq

ground oriented per-

pendicularly to them. In Πwall = {πKi
wall, π

Kj

wall},
the normal vectors are facing each other, ap-
proximately parallel within a predefined angular

threshold ϑ, expressed as nKi
wall · n

Kj

wall ≥ cos(ϑ).
To detect the centroid of the corridor, first, a
midpoint kc between the two walls of Πwall is
calculated as below:

kc =
1

2
[|d

π
Ki
wall

|·n
π
Ki
wall

−|d
π
Kj
wall

|·n
π
Kj
wall

]+|d
π
Kj
wall

|·n
π
Kj
wall

(8)

where d and n are the given wall’s distance from
the origin of Gt and its normal vector, respec-
tively. Then, the corridor’s geometric centroid
νc ∈ R3 is calculated as:

νc = kc + (ϱw − [ ϱw · k̂c]) · k̂c) (9)

where k̂c = kc/∥kc∥ and ϱw is the arithmetic
mean of all points in one of the walls’ point cloud.
Additionally, the ground plane π

Kq

ground is associ-

ated with δKc if it satisfies the conditions below,

ensuring that π
Kq

ground is perpendicular to Πwall

and its centroid ϱg is located between them:

nground·nKi
wall ≤ sin(ϑ) & nground·n

Kj

wall ≤ sin(ϑ)
(10)

d
π
Ki
wall

≤ ϱg ≤ d
π
Kj
wall

(11)

The cost function to minimize the corridor’s
vertex node and its corresponding wall and
ground surfaces is as follows:

cδKc =

T∑
t=1

∥ν̂c−f(πKi
wall, π

Kj

wall, π
Kq

ground, ϱw, ϱg)∥
2
Λδ̃c,t

(12)

where f(. . . ) is a mapping function that asso-
ciates the building components with the corri-
dor’s center point.
Rooms. A room δKr = {Πwall, π

Kq

ground, νr}

extends the concept of a corridor to a rect-
angular space, defined by four walls ar-
ranged in pairs of parallel surfaces, rather
than just two. In Πwall = {Πp1 ,Πp2} =

{{πKi
wall, π

Kj

wall}, {π
Ku
wall, π

Kv
wall}} the normal vectors

of each inner pair of walls are facing each other,
defining them approximately parallel within an
angular threshold ϑ:

nawall · nbwall ≥ cos(ϑ) & |nawall · ncwall| ≤ sin(ϑ)
(13)

where {a, b} ∈ p1, c ∈ p2, and n represents the
normal vector of a wall. The room’s centroid νr
is computed similarly to the midpoint calculation
for two intersecting corridors. Thus, equation 8
must be applied twice—once for each wall pair,
resulting in two midpoints kc1 for Πp1 and kc2
for Πp2 . The arithmetic mean of these two mid-
points is the room centroid νr = 1

2 (kc1 + kc2).

The ground π
Kq

ground to the room δKr associa-
tion is also similar to equations 10-11, consid-
ering that nground is approximately perpendic-
ular to the normal vectors of the walls in both
pairs. Moreover, the cost function to minimize
the room’s vertex node and its corresponding
wall and ground surfaces is as follows:

cδKr =
T∑
t=1

∥ν̂r−f(Πp1 ,Πp2 , π
Kq

ground, ϱw, ϱg)∥
2
Λδ̃r,t

(14)

where f(. . . ) is a mapping function that asso-
ciates the building components with the room’s
center point.

3.4 Marker-based Semantic Augmen-
tation

In vS-Graphs, fiducial markers augment struc-
tural elements with indirect high-level seman-
tic information, helping contextualize the en-
vironment by coupling additional data (e.g.,
room names) to interpret the reconstructed map
meaningfully. Unlike [24,25], where markers play
a prominent role in map reconstruction, their
function here is less critical. Instead, they grant



Figure 3: Scene graph structure generated using
vS-Graphs, creating a hierarchical representation
of the environment.

high-value semantic enrichment without the map
being dependent on their presence.

Accordingly, each fiducial marker mK
i =

{pm, νm} in Gt is constrained by the KeyFrame
K observing it, where pm ∈ SE(3) is the
marker’s pose and νm is its center point. The
mentioned constraint is defined below:

σm(
GK,mK

i ) = ∥Lmi ⊞
GK⊟ Gmi1∥2Λm̃i

(15)

where Lmi refers to the locally observed marker’s
pose, ⊞ and ⊟ represent the composition and in-
verse composition, ∥ . . . ∥ is the Mahalanobis dis-
tance, and Λm̃i

is marker’s information matrix.

The marker m
Kj

i ∈ M is associated with a
structural element if it lies within the spatial
bounds of the detected room/corridor δKg ∈ ∆ϕ.
Thus, the Euclidean distance between the center

point νm of m
Kj

i and the room/corridor’s cen-
troid νs, expressed as d(νm, νs) ≤ ϵs, where ϵs
is the proximity threshold. The supporting con-
dition is that νm must be enclosed among all
bounding walls Πwall with the normal vector n

∀πKi
wall ∈ Πwall, (nKi

wall · (νm − νr)) ≤ 0 (16)

3.5 Scene Graph Structure

Fig. 3 depicts the 3D scene graph structure
generated using vS-Graphs, along with its cor-
responding modules introduced in Fig. 2. In
contrast to the traditional SLAM reconstructed
maps, the geometric replicas of vS-Graphs are
augmented with hierarchical rich semantic data,

Figure 4: In-house dataset collection using the
AutoSense device: a) the setup overview, b) the
device mounted on a legged robot, and c) some
instances of the collected data.

enabling meaningful interaction with the envi-
ronment. The generated scene graph fills the
contextual understanding gap and supplies bet-
ter scene interpretation, leading to complemen-
tary missions such as scalable map-building and
improved decision-making.

4 Experimental Results

4.1 Evaluation Criteria

Evaluations were conducted on a system with
an Intel® Core™ i9-11950H processor (2.60
GHz), a 4GB NVIDIA T600 Mobile GPU, and
32GB of RAM. vS-Graphs was assessed using
both standard benchmarks (real and photoreal-
istic) and proprietary in-house datasets. The
in-house data was collected using a custom-
built, handheld/robot-mountable device called
AutoSense, which records RGB-D video along-
side LiDAR point clouds. The collected Au-
toSense dataset contains sequences of diverse
real-world indoor environments with varying ar-
chitectural layouts, as shown in Fig. 4. ArUco
fiducial markers [5] were strategically placed in
some rooms to augment semantic information
(i.e., room label). Additionally, the ground
truth data in the dataset were obtained using re-



liable LiDAR poses and points cloud generated
by S-Graphs. Due to space constraints, the com-
plete evaluation results and figures are available
at https://snt-arg.github.io/vsgraphs-results/.

4.2 Trajectory Estimation and Map-
ping Performance

To showcase vS-Graphs’s trajectory estima-
tion accuracy, it was compared against ORB-
SLAM 3.0 (baseline) [11], ElasticFusion [13],
and BAD SLAM [14] due to their robustness
and widespread use in VSLAM works. Marker-
dependent (e.g., [24]) and neural field SLAM
(such as [19]) methods were excluded from eval-
uations to ensure a direct comparison focused on
the core performance of vS-Graphs. Accordingly,
marker-based VSLAMs use external pose con-
straints and demand fiducial markers to incor-
porate semantic entities, limiting their applica-
bility in marker-free data instances. Also, neural
RGB-D methods rely on their learned scene pri-
ors and implicit representations, diverging from
the proposed mapping strategy. Table 1 presents
the evaluation results, with each system evalu-
ated over eight runs on dataset instances, and
performance was measured using Absolute Tra-
jectory Error (ATE) reported in meters. Dashes
in Table 1 indicate unavailable data due to fail-
ure in tracking.

According to the evaluation results, vS-
Graphs consistently achieves state-of-the-art
performance, securing the best or second-best
results in almost all cases. This superior per-
formance is particularly evident in the longer,
real-world sequences, originating from integrat-
ing constraints derived from accurately localized
building components and structural elements.
While including these entities enhances trajec-
tory estimation, inaccurate mapping and local-
izing them can negatively impact results. Such
cases are mainly associated with rapid camera
motion (seq. deer-gr) and noisy point cloud data
(seq. office1-7 ). On average, vS-Graphs demon-
strates a 3.38% improvement over the baseline in
all sequences.

Additionally, analyzing the accuracy of the re-
constructed maps against AutoSense’s ground

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
Root Mean Square Deviation (RMSE - in meters)

room-walls

room-corner

single-room

office-suiteDa
ta

se
t S

eq
ue

nc
e ORB-SLAM 3.0

vS-Graphs

Figure 5: Mapping performance across eight it-
erations, showing AutoSense sequences with less
than one meter RMSE.

truth data revealed that vS-Graphs performs
more robustly compared to ORB-SLAM 3.0 in
terms of Root Mean Square Error (RMSE).
As shown in Fig. 5, the median RMSE is
consistently lower in vS-Graphs, indicating a
higher level of overall mapping precision. vS-
Graphs achieves superior mapping accuracy de-
spite generating maps with ∼ 10.15% fewer
points on average than the baseline, owing to
its environment-driven constraints that enable a
more coherent reconstruction.

4.3 Scene Understanding Perfor-
mance

This section evaluates the performance of vS-
Graphs in semantic scene understanding, explic-
itly accurately detecting the entities essential for
interpreting the environment’s layout. To bench-
mark this capability, the sequences with multiple
rooms from the AutoSense dataset were used, as
they offer ground-truth annotations derived from
LiDAR data. Table 2 presents a quantitative
comparison of vS-Graphs against two state-of-
the-art approaches: Hydra [10] and S-Graphs [9].
While S-Graphs benefits from the geometric pre-
cision of LiDAR point clouds, Hydra was config-
ured to use visual point clouds, ensuring a fair
comparison against our purely vision-based ap-
proach.

Experimental results demonstrate that vS-
Graphs, despite relying solely on visual input,
achieves an accuracy comparable to the LiDAR-
based method in detecting building components
and structural elements. This highlights the ef-
fectiveness of its visual feature processing and
scene graph generation in comprehending the
environment with high precision. It should be

https://snt-arg.github.io/vsgraphs-results/


Table 1: Absolute Trajectory Error (ATE) in meters for various VSLAM algorithms across eight
iterations. The best and second-best results are boldfaced and underlined, respectively. The final
column shows the percentage improvement of vS-Graphs over the baseline (ORB-SLAM 3.0).

Dataset Methodologies

Sequence Span ORB-SLAM 3.0 [11] BAD SLAM [14] ElasticFusion [13] vS-Graphs Diff. (%)

IC
L

[2
8
]

deer-gr 79.9 0.007 1.476 0.145 0.008 -8.89%
deer-wh 65.3 0.070 - 0.825 0.061 +12.64%
deer-w 64.0 0.099 1.474 0.620 0.088 +10.97%
deer-r 28.4 0.069 - 0.787 0.053 +22.83%
deer-mavf 102.5 0.027 0.046 - 0.026 +0.96%

O
p
en

L
O
R
IS

[2
9
]

office1-1 27.0 0.064 0.123 0.069 0.064 -0.66%
office1-2 30.0 0.101 0.140 0.113 0.099 +1.39%
office1-3 12.0 0.147 0.195 - 0.146 +1.08%
office1-4 29.0 0.125 0.343 0.180 0.127 -1.37%
office1-5 53.0 0.116 0.302 0.221 0.111 +4.35%
office1-6 36.5 0.059 0.107 - 0.059 -0.68%
office1-7 38.6 0.172 0.203 - 0.175 -2.18%

S
ca

n
N
et

[3
0
]

sc0041-01 75.0 0.143 0.222 0.220 0.143 -0.27%
sc0200-00 37.0 0.049 - - 0.047 +4.36%
sc0614-01 36.2 0.135 0.139 0.202 0.125 +7.76%
sc0626-00 21.1 0.096 0.273 0.189 0.095 +1.05%

T
U
M
-R

G
B
D

[3
1
]

frb1-desk 23.8 0.021 0.022 0.026 0.020 +4.25%
frb1-desk2 25.1 0.032 0.029 0.079 0.032 +1.17%
frb1-room 49.1 0.130 0.209 0.167 0.130 +1.75%
frb2-desk 142.1 0.019 0.096 0.045 0.018 +5.69%
frb3-strct 31.9 0.016 0.021 0.017 0.015 +5.04%

A
u
to
S
en

se
(i
n
-h
o
u
se
)

room-walls 61.0 0.080 0.130 0.066 0.081 -1.58%
room-corner 80.0 0.088 0.135 - 0.082 +6.15%
single-room 170.0 0.109 0.557 - 0.107 +1.85%
room-across 305.0 0.153 0.413 - 0.154 -1.13%
room-corrdr 210.0 0.240 - 0.535 0.217 +9.58%
office-suite 783.0 0.222 0.812 - 0.220 +0.87%

Total 48m 36s Mean +3.38%

noted that “wall” entities are not directly pro-
vided in Hydra; therefore, Hydra’s performance
is assessed based on correct “room” element
counting and recognition. Additionally, the cur-
rent implementation of vS-Graphs does not in-
clude “floor” entities, which is discarded from
the analysis. Fig. 6 provides a qualitative com-
parison of the reconstructed scene graphs gener-
ated by vS-Graphs, S-Graphs, and Hydra across
two dataset instances.

4.4 Runtime Analysis

vS-Graphs achieves real-time performance with
an average processing rate of 22± 3 Frames per
Second (FPS), exceeding the 20 FPS threshold
for real-time operation. This is accomplished
through a multi-threaded architecture, as shown

in Fig. 7. The “Tracking” thread processes vi-
sual features at frame level, while “Local Map-
ping” concurrently maps objects and optimizes
their positions. “Building Component Recogni-
tion”, running in parallel at the KeyFrame level,
identifies potential wall and ground surfaces from
the online panoptic segmentation. The “Struc-
tural Element Recognition” runs less frequently
and in constant periods (every two seconds) to
infer rooms and corridors in the map. Compared
to ORB-SLAM 3.0’s 29 ± 3 FPS on the same
hardware and dataset, the slightly reduced frame
rate is a reasonable trade-off for vS-Graphs’s rich
semantic scene understanding.



Table 2: Scene understanding accuracy on multi-room sequences of AutoSense dataset. BC and
SE refer to “building components” and “structural elements,” respectively.

Detected / Real Precision Recall

Method Sequence BC SE BC SE BC SE

S-Graphs

[9]

room-across 13 / 12 3 / 3 0.92 1.00 0.92 1.00
room-corrdr 12 / 13 3 / 3 1.00 1.00 0.92 1.00
office-suite 20 / 17 4 / 4 0.89 1.00 0.94 1.00

Hydra

[10]

room-across N/A 3 / 3 N/A 1.00 N/A 1.00
room-corrdr N/A 5 / 3 N/A 0.75 N/A 0.75
office-suite N/A 4 / 4 N/A 1.00 N/A 1.00

vS-Graphs

(ours)

room-across 14 / 12 3 / 3 0.86 1.00 1.00 1.00
room-corrdr 14 / 13 3 / 3 0.92 1.00 0.92 1.00
office-suite 18 / 17 4 / 4 0.94 1.00 1.00 1.00

5 Discussion

Apart from trajectory estimation improvements
and enriched map reconstruction by vS-Graphs,
some limitations remain to be studied and ad-
dressed. A primary challenge shared by vS-
Graphs and its baseline arises in low-texture
scenes (e.g., corridors with uniformly painted
walls), negatively impacting feature-matching
and tracking procedures. In vS-Graphs, this
can affect pose estimation and localization of
building components and propagate the error
through the high-level element recognition stage.
Fig. 8 depicts some factors that contribute to
lower accuracy w.r.t. the baseline in evalua-
tions. Accordingly, relying on detecting pla-
nar surfaces as building components might limit
the framework’s applicability in environments
with irregular geometries (e.g., curved walls in
Fig. 8a). Misclassifying semantic entities in the
corresponding module (Fig. 8b) can also lead to
incorrect environment understanding and scene
graph generation. Finally, overly/loosely per-
missive association thresholds essential for build-
ing component identification are crucial for ro-
bust performance, as shown in Fig. 8c-8d.

6 Conclusions

This paper introduced vS-Graphs, a real-time
Visual SLAM (VSLAM) framework that recon-
structs the robot’s operating environment us-
ing optimizable hierarchical 3D scene graphs.

To achieve this, the framework detects build-
ing components (i.e., walls and ground surfaces),
from which structural elements (i.e., rooms and
corridors) are inferred, and incorporates them all
into hierarchical representations. As a result, be-
yond enhancing map reconstruction by integrat-
ing these meaningful entities, vS-Graphs offers
structured and flexible representations of spa-
tial relationships among high-level environment-
driven semantic objects. Experimental results
using standard and in-house indoor datasets
demonstrated that the proposed framework leads
to superior trajectory estimation and mapping
performance compared to the baseline and state-
of-the-art VSLAM methodologies, reducing tra-
jectory error by up to 9.58% on real-world
collected dataset instances. Other evaluations
showed that the visual features processed by vS-
Graphs enable the identification of semantic enti-
ties effectively describing the environment’s lay-
out with accuracy comparable to precise LiDAR-
based methods.
Future work includes integrating additional

building components (e.g., ceilings, windows,
and doorways) and structural elements (e.g.,
floors) to enrich the reconstructed maps, along
with extending support for detecting irregular
room layouts (e.g., non-rectangular spaces) and
non-linear walls (e.g., curved surfaces). We also
plan to release the source code publicly, enabling
researchers to further develop and validate the
framework.



(a) vS-Graphs on room-
across

(b) vS-Graphs on room-
corrdr

(c) S-Graphs on room-
across

(d) S-Graphs on room-
corrdr

(e) Hydra on room-
across

(f) Hydra on room-
corrdr

Figure 6: Qualitative comparison of recon-
structed scene graphs on multi-room sequences
of the AutoSense dataset.

References

[1] H. Bavle, J. L. Sanchez-Lopez, C. Cimarelli,
A. Tourani, and H. Voos, “From slam to
situational awareness: Challenges and sur-
vey,” Sensors, vol. 23, no. 10, p. 4849, 2023.

[2] H. Pu, J. Luo, G. Wang, T. Huang, and
H. Liu, “Visual slam integration with se-
mantic segmentation and deep learning: A
review,” IEEE Sensors Journal, 2023.

[3] D. Cai, R. Li, Z. Hu, J. Lu, S. Li, and
Y. Zhao, “A comprehensive overview of
core modules in visual slam framework,”
Neurocomputing, p. 127760, 2024.

Figure 7: Timeline of thread execution within
vS-Graphs while processing a sample dataset in-
stance (sequence room-walls).

[4] H. Pu, J. Luo, G. Wang, T. Huang, and
H. Liu, “Visual slam integration with se-
mantic segmentation and deep learning: A
review,” IEEE Sensors Journal, 2023.

[5] S. Garrido-Jurado, R. Muñoz-Salinas, F. J.
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