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Fig. 1. Trajectory errors on Office3 (Replica [26]) and 3D Reconstruction results on scene0000 (ScanNet [4]). Our framework
yields the accurate 3D reconstruction shown in a), together with more precise camera tracking. Compared to existing methods such as
PLGSLAM and ESLAM, HS-SLAM better preserves details (see red circles and boxes), achieving superior reconstruction accuracy, as
shown in b).

Abstract— NeRF-based SLAM has recently achieved promis-
ing results in tracking and reconstruction. However, existing
methods face challenges in providing sufficient scene repre-
sentation, capturing structural information, and maintaining
global consistency in scenes emerging significant movement or
being forgotten. To this end, we present HS-SLAM to tackle
these problems. To enhance scene representation capacity,
we propose a hybrid encoding network that combines the
complementary strengths of hash-grid, tri-planes, and one-blob,
improving the completeness and smoothness of reconstruction.
Additionally, we introduce structural supervision by sampling
patches of non-local pixels rather than individual rays to better
capture the scene structure. To ensure global consistency, we
implement an active global bundle adjustment (BA) to eliminate
camera drifts and mitigate accumulative errors. Experimental
results demonstrate that HS-SLAM outperforms the baselines
in tracking and reconstruction accuracy while maintaining the
efficiency required for robotics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Visual simultaneous localization and mapping (SLAM)
has been widely applied in robotics. In the last decades, nu-
merous traditional SLAM frameworks have achieved camera
tracking and sparse maps, with hand-crafted methods [1],
[12], [13], [19]–[21], [23], [35] demonstrating impressive
scalability and fast speed. Deep-learning [14], [30], [31]
frameworks further enhance the accuracy and robustness of
pose estimation. However, robots need dense reconstruction
capacity with various applications of indoor reconstruction
and virtual/augmented reality [29]. With the emergence of
NeRF [16] and 3D Gaussian Splatting (3DGS) [11], recent

attention has turned to both NeRF-centric and 3DGS-centric
SLAM.

3DGS-centric SLAM represents scenes with explicit 3D
Gaussian-shaped primitives. SplaTAM [10] is the first open-
source work to use the 3DGS [11] in SLAM. GS-SLAM
[38] also works out reasonably dense maps with 3D GS.
Although these works demonstrate promising reconstruction
capability, they face limitations concerning their huge mem-
ory usage and slow speed when handling both tracking and
mapping simultaneously [32]. These drawbacks hinder their
applicability in robotics, where real-time performance and
efficiency are essential.

Compared to 3DGS, NeRF-centric SLAM offers a more
compact scene representation and requires significantly less
GPU memory [7], making it highly suitable for resource-
constrained robots. iMAP [28] is the first work to represent
scenes with implicit neural features. NICE-SLAM [40],
ESLAM [9], and Co-SLAM [34] further explore alternative
representations to reconstruct high-fidelity scenes. Recently,
the SOTA method PLGSLAM [6] further enhances the
reconstruction accuracy in large-scale indoor scenes.

In this context, we investigate whether NeRF-centric
SLAM has achieved its optimal potential from the following
perspectives: i) scene representation, ii) structural supervi-
sion, and iii) global consistency. In terms of the former, the
structure of embeddings plays a crucial role [8]. Different en-
codings have distinct advantages: Tri-planes [2] enable rapid
convergence and enhance the completeness of unobserved
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regions, while hash grids [17] excel at capturing details.
Regarding supervision, radiance-field-based approaches only
learn from individual pixels, neglecting potential structural
information in scenes, while for what concerns global con-
sistency, the current NeRF-centric methods struggle with
scenes being forgotten or in the occurrence of significant
movements.

To this end, we propose HS-SLAM, a framework marrying
a Hybrid representation with Structural supervision for dense
RGB-D SLAM. The former leverages the complementary
advantages of hash grid [17], tri-planes [2] and one-blob
[18], achieving superior scene reconstruction. For the latter
we incorporate patch rendering loss, enabling HS-SLAM to
better capture structural features and perceive changes in
unobserved regions. Finally, we introduce an active global
BA to allocate more samples to historical observation where
new regions emerge or scenes are being forgotten. This
avoids re-training well-optimized scenes while eliminating
camera drift and mitigating accumulative errors.

To resume, HS-SLAM envelops the following properties:
• Enhanced scene representation capacity: We intro-

duce a novel hybrid representation to exploit com-
plementary strengths of encodings, representing entire
scenes with both completeness and detailed textures.

• Non-local spatial and structural supervision: We
incorporate patch rendering loss for structural supervi-
sion, sampling patches of non-local pixels to capture
structural information in scenes.

• Global consistency: Our framework proposes an active
global BA strategy. It optimizes our SLAM system
using historical observations while actively sampling
from frames with new regions or scenes being forgotten.

II. RELATED WORK

We briefly review the literature relevant to our work, re-
ferring to [33] for a detailed overview of the latest advances.

A. Traditional SLAM Frameworks

These approaches generally refer to traditional visual
SLAM pipelines, or to the deep-learning-based SLAM [14],
[30], [31] – usually in a frame-to-frame fashion based on the
visual features extracted from history frames. Furthermore,
this kind of method commonly composes tracking, mapping,
global BA, and loop closure. Traditional SLAM frameworks
using depth points [1], [3], [19], surfels [25], and volumetric
representations [5] achieve globally consistent reconstruc-
tion. However, their sparse and limited representation suffers
from undesirable dense reconstruction results.

B. NeRF-centric Frameworks

These approaches, also known as neural SLAM sys-
tems, estimate camera poses and reconstruct dense maps
by modeling scenes within MLPs and optimizing the scene
representation. iMAP [28] and Nice-SLAM [40] are pioneers
in bringing implicit neural mapping to SLAM. Point-SLAM
[24] and Loopy-SLAM [15] introduce a novel neural point

embedding for dense reconstruction, allowing for the flexibil-
ity to correct and adjust local maps, yet with slow processing
prohibiting deployment in robotics. ESLAM [9] and Co-
SLAM [34] explore, respectively, tri-planes and hash grid
embeddings for scene representation, improving both pro-
cessing speed and reconstruction accuracy, with PLGSLAM
[6] further improving the representation capacity in large
indoor scenes. GO-SLAM [39] and KN-SLAM [36] exploit
external trackers to achieve a good trade-off between camera
poses and scene reconstruction.

Nevertheless, existing NeRF-centric methods still under-
utilize both the power of features representations [8] and
the structural supervision available from color images [37],
thus attaining sub-optimal performance both at tracking and
mapping.

C. 3DGS-centric Framworks

These systems exploit explicit 3D Gaussian Splatting [11]
to represent the whole scene, iteratively growing the mapped
area and offering the flexibility to adjust the reconstructed
regions locally. SplaTAM [10] is the first open-source pio-
neer on this track, achieving high-quality color and depth
rendering followed by GS-SLAM [38]. Although the 3DGS-
centric frameworks prove the potential of 3DGS for SLAM
applications, they are memory-hungry and run at a much
lower speed, preventing their deployment in robotics.

III. METHOD

We introduce HS-SLAM, whose architecture is depicted in
Fig. 2, from the following aspects: hybrid scene representa-
tion (III-A), SDF-based rendering and structural supervision
(III-B), and active global bundle adjustment (III-C).

A. Hybrid Scene Representation

While [9], [34], and [6] further explore alternative rep-
resentations, they rely solely on a single type of parameter
encoding. However, each parameter encoding offers unique
strengths: hash grids excel at capturing fine details while tri-
planes effectively represent unobserved segments and enable
rapid convergence [8]. This insight naturally leads to the idea
of combining their complementary advantages to achieve
stronger scene representation. We propose a hybrid scene
representation to improve the accuracy and completeness of
reconstruction further. Hash grids and tri-planes are utilized
as parametric encodings to capture high-frequency features
[9], [34] like color and geometry details, while the one-
blob technique is employed as a coordinate embedding to
encode low-frequency information [34], such as coherence
and smoothness priors.

Specifically, we employ a multi-resolution hash grid to
encode various spatial features, capturing more detailed
textures. Tri-linear interpolation is then applied to query the
hash grid feature να (xi). For low-frequency features, we
adopt the one-blob to encode spatial coordinates. The one-
blob feature γ (xi) encodes the smoothness and coherence
priors to achieve high fidelity. To enhance stability in geom-
etry reconstruction [9], two distinct tri-planes are designed



Fig. 2: The overview of HS-SLAM. 1) Tracking thread: The proposed global BA actively optimizes our system taking ray
sampling from historical observations. 2) Mapping thread: The system optimizes hybrid encodings by performing bundle
adjustment. 3) Hybrid scene representation: We carefully designed the encoders composed of hash grid, tri-planes, and one-
blob to improve completeness and accuracy. Meanwhile, the proposed structural supervision (patch rendering loss) allows
the network to capture global scene structures.

at both coarse-level τ c (xi) and fine-level τf (xi), capturing
appearance faϕ (∗) and geometry features fgω (∗) separately.
The process of tri-plane encoding is formulated as follows:

f ca (xi) = τ ca−xy (xi) + τ ca−xz (xi) + τ ca−yz (xi)

ffa (xi) = τfa−xy (xi) + τfa−xz (xi) + τfa−yz (xi)

faϕ (xi) = Concat
(
f ca, f

f
a

)
f cg (xi) = τ cg−xy (xi) + τ cg−xz (xi) + τ cg−yz (xi)

ffg (xi) = τfg−xy (xi) + τfg−xz (xi) + τfg−yz (xi)

fgω (xi) = Concat
(
f cg , f

f
g

)
(1)

where, f ca , ffa , f cg , ffg represent the coarse and fine level
of appearance features faϕ and geometry features fgω cap-
tured by tri-planes. The coordinates of the sampled points
are denoted as xi.

[
τ∗a−xy (xi) , τ

∗
a−xz (xi) , τ

∗
a−yz (xi)

]
and[

τ∗g−xy (xi) , τ
∗
g−xz (xi) , τ

∗
g−yz (xi)

]
correspond to the three

feature planes at both coarse and fine levels for appearance
and geometry features, respectively. The two are then con-
catenated to form the final appearance and geometry features.

To learn the geometry features, our network combines
the hash grid features να (xi), tri-planes features fgω (xi),
and one-blob features γ (xi). A shallow two-layer MLP F gφ
serves as the geometry decoder, which processes the hybrid
encoding to predict signed distance function (SDF) ϕg (xi)
and a geometry embedding g:

F gφ (να (xi) , f
g
ω (xi) , γ (xi)) → (g, ϕg (xi)) (2)

Then, a color decoder F cψ inputs the appearance feature
faϕ , latent embedding g, and one-blob features γ (xi) to
predict the raw color ϕa (xi), with faϕ easing convergence, g
capturing detailed texture information, and γ (xi) enhancing

the smoothness and coherence of the predicted results.

F cψ
(
faϕ (xi) , γ (xi) , g

)
→ ϕa (xi) (3)

B. SDF-based Rendering and Structural Supervision

SDF-based Rendering. Our framework emulates the ray-
casting process used in NeRF [16]. We implement different
pixel sampling strategies for selecting rays depending on the
specific component. In the global BA, detailed in (III-C), the
network randomly samples pixels and their corresponding
rays from historical observations. In the mapping thread,
pixels are sampled from a window of frames, which includes
the current frame, the adjacent frame, and additional frames
randomly selected from keyframes. For all sampled points
along the rays {pn}Nn=1, we query TSDF ϕg (pn) and raw
color ϕa (pn) from our implicit neural network. SDF-based
rendering [22] is then applied to calculate volume densities:

σ (pn) = β · Sigmoid (−β · ϕg (pn)) (4)

where σ (pn) denotes the volume density, and β is a learnable
parameter controlling the sharpness of the surface boundary.
Then, the termination probability wn, color c, and depth d
can be rendered by the calculated volume densities:

wn = exp

(
−
n−1∑
k=1

σ (pk)

)
(1− exp (−σ (pn)))

with c =

N∑
n=1

wnϕa (pn) , d =

N∑
n=1

wnzn (5)

where zn represents the depth of sampled points pn.
Patch-Based Structural Supervision. Existing methods

[6], [9], [34] only sample individual pixels and their corre-
sponding rays separately. As illustrated in Fig. 3, pixel-wise



Fig. 3: Differences between the pixel-wise and structural
supervision. This figure illustrates the key process of the
pixel-wise and structural supervision. Our structural super-
vision captures non-local information from scenes.

supervision employs MSE losses among individual pixels.
However, this approach neglects any structural information.
In contrast, we revise this paradigm to leverage the Struc-
tural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM) to capture structural
information [37]. Specifically, our network randomly selects
r pixels from the rendered set R and their corresponding
ground truth R in the current frame or the keyframe database.
The selected r rendered pixels and their ground truth then
form patches P (c (r)) and P (ĉ (r)), with c (r), ĉ (r) denot-
ing rendered and ground truth color.

Afterward, we use a 3× 3 kernel and a stride factor of 4
to compute SSIM. The patch sampling and SSIM estimation
steps are repeated M times. The patch rendering loss is
computed by the average of M estimated SSIM:

Lpatch = 1− 1

M

M∑
m=1

SSIM (Pm (ĉ) , Pm (c)) (6)

We also compute color and depth rendering loss
Lcolor, Ldepth between rendered values cn, dn and ground
truth values ĉn, d̂n with L2 errors.

Lcolor =
1

N

N∑
n=1

(ĉn − cn)
2
, Ldepth =

1

N

N∑
n=1

(
d̂n − dn

)2
(7)

Other Losses. In addition, we also enforce a feature
smoothness loss to decrease noisy representation generated
by hash grid να (xi) features in unobserved regions [34]:

Lsmooth =
1

|X|
∑
x∈X

△2
x +△2

y +△2
z (8)

with X denoting a small random region to perform this loss,
△x,y,z = να (x+ εx,y,z)−να (x) representing feature-metric
differences between adjacent sampled vertices on the hash
grid along the three dimensions.

We approximate the signed distance field as the following
objective function:

Lsdf
(
PTr
)
=

1

|R|
∑
r∈R

1

|PTr |
∑
p∈PT

r

(ϕg (p) · T + z (p)−D (r))

(9)
with PTr denoting a group of points along the ray that lies
within the truncation region, i.e. |z (p)−D (r)| < T , z (p)
being the planar depth of point p, and D (r) representing
the measured ray depth. Furthermore, we distinguish the

importance of points closer to the surface, situated in the
middle of the truncation region PTmr , from those located at
the tail of the truncation region PTtr :

Lsdfm = Lsdf
(
PTmr

)
, Lsdft = Lsdf

(
PTtr

)
(10)

Finally, for points sampled far from the surface
|z (p)−D (r)| ≥ T , we enforce the predicted SDF
values to be the truncated distance:

Lfs =
1

|R|
∑
r∈R

1∣∣∣P fsr ∣∣∣
∑
p∈P fs

r

(ϕg (p)− 1)
2 (11)

C. Active Global Bundle Adjustment

While existing NeRF-centric frameworks employ global
BA to mitigate camera drifts, they select keyframes based on
a fixed stride size, overlooking frames with significant mo-
tion and large trajectory errors. Meanwhile, processing well-
optimized scenes again wastes lots of memory. To address
this problem, we propose an active global BA to enhance
the global consistency of both tracking and reconstruction.
Our global BA actively selects the frames with suboptimal
trajectory poses and scene reconstruction from history obser-
vations. We observe the fact that the global loss of frames
increases markedly when the camera undergoes significant
motion or the network starts to forget scenes. Consequently, a
keyframe is selected when the global loss exceeds a threshold
L > tl (we set tl = 0.09 ). Additionally, we aim to allocate
more samples from the frames with higher losses. To this
end, we rank the keyframes by loss and sample rays from the
top N keyframes (with N = 15). This approach prioritizes
the keyframes inaccurately rendered by the model, which
refers to newly explored frames or frames that the network
is starting to forget. By randomly sampling rays from this
prioritized global keyframe database, we optimize the global
history trajectory, correcting inaccurate camera poses.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We now introduce our experimental evaluation, by detail-
ing our setting and implementation details, then discussing
the results achieved over several datasets.

A. Experimental setup

We introduce the datasets used in our evaluation, as well
as the frameworks we compare with, the evaluation metrics,
and the implementation details of HS-SLAM.

Datasets. To evaluate the tracking and reconstruction
accuracy, we test our HS-SLAM on several specific scenes
in the following datasets: Replica [26], ScanNet [4], and
TUM RGB-D [27]. The former is a semi-synthetic dataset
allowing for the evaluation of both aspects involved in SLAM
performance, whereas the others are usually employed to
evaluate trajectory accuracy only.

Baselines. Considering the efficiency required in robotics
applications, we focus our comparison with NeRF-centric
SLAM systems achieving a reasonable framerate, such as
Co-SLAM [34], ESLAM [9], and PLGSLAM [6] – the
current state-of-the-art NeRF-centric framework on Replica



TABLE I: Reconstruction and tracking results on Replica (mesh culling strategy in [34]). We compare our HS-SLAM
with NeRF-centric SLAM systems that better meet efficiency requirements.

Acc.(cm) Comp.(cm) Comp.Rate(%) Depth l1(cm) Mean(cm) ATE RMSE(cm)
Co-SLAM 2.10 2.08 93.44 1.51 0.935 1.059
ESLAM 2.18 1.75 96.46 0.94 0.565 0.707
PLGSLAM 2.15 1.74 96.25 0.83 0.525 0.635
HS-SLAM (ours) 1.96 1.67 96.57 0.71 0.463 0.528
SplaTAM - - - - - 0.36-

Fig. 4: Qualitative reconstruction results on Replica. For each scene, we provide detailed drawings, highlighting
complex regions to emphasize the textures and completeness of our reconstructed scenes. HS-SLAM demonstrates superior
scene representation capabilities, effectively capturing intricate textures (e.g., flowers and nightstands) and achieving higher
completeness in challenging areas (e.g., chairs and walls).

– as the primary baselines to compare the accuracy of
reconstruction and tracking with, while reporting SplaTAM
as a reference for 3DGS-centric systems. When focusing on
performance analysis, we compare our HS-SLAM also with
Point-SLAM [24] to demonstrate our efficiency.

Metrics. To evaluate reconstruction quality, we use stan-
dard metrics such as depth l1 (cm), accuracy (cm), comple-
tion (cm), and completion rate (%). Unlike some prior works
[6], [9], [40], we adopt the mesh culling strategy proposed in
[34], which minimizes artifacts outside the region of interest
(ROI) and preserves occluded parts within it. This strategy
includes frustum culling, occlusion handling, and the use of
virtual cameras, covering occluded parts within the ROI. For
camera tracking, we compute ATE RMSE (cm).

Implementation Details. We implement HS-SLAM using
PyTorch, on a desktop PC with NVIDIA RTX 3090 Ti GPU.
We sample 2000 pixels for tracking and 4000 pixels for
mapping. We use 16 bins for one-blob and a 16-level hash
grid with a maximum voxel size of 2 cm. The tri-planes are
set at 24cm/6cm and 24cm/3cm resolutions, each with 32
channels. The decoders consisted of two-layer MLPs with
32 channels in the hidden layers.

B. Results on Replica

We evaluate our HS-SLAM on Replica, using the same
RGB-D sequences as the baselines to test reconstruction ac-
curacy. Tab. I shows how HS-SLAM achieves both superior
reconstruction accuracy, outperforming any NeRF-centric
SLAM system using single parametric encoding, either hash
grids (Co-SLAM) or tri-planes (ESLAM, PLGSLAM) thanks
to the hybrid encoding. Furthermore, our global BA strategy
based on active sampling allows for consistently superior
tracking accuracy. Fig. 4 shows a qualitative comparison
between HS-SLAM, PLGSLAM, and ESLAM, highlighting
the lower presence of artifacts in our reconstructions.

C. Ablation Studies

We assess the impact of any components in HS-SLAM on
the final accuracy, collecting the results in Tab. II.

Hybrid Scene Representation. We compare several em-
bedding variants aimed at finding the one best suited for
SLAM. To stress the importance of combining different rep-
resentations to complement their strengths and weaknesses,
at the top of the table we report results achieved by a single
embedding, hash grid (A), or tri-planes (B), by doubling
the number of features they store. Both fail at obtaining
satisfying results across the overall set of metrics, confirming



TABLE II: Ablation study on Replica. We study the impact of any of our components on mapping and tracking accuracy.

Acc.(cm) Comp.(cm) Comp.Rate(%) Depth l1(cm) Mean(cm) ATE RMSE(cm)
HS-SLAM (ours) 1.96 1.67 96.57 0.71 0.463 0.528

(A) Only hash grid(×2) 1.98 2.09 93.57 1.44 0.944 1.073
(B) Only tri-planes(×2) 2.05 1.68 96.68 0.81 0.476 0.547
(C) dense + tri-planes [8] 5.61 1.73 97.03 0.83 0.474 0.555
(D) w/o hash grid 2.06 1.68 96.55 0.75 0.487 0.558
(E) w/o tri-planes 2.11 1.93 94.52 1.21 0.851 0.915
(F) w/o one-blob 1.98 1.68 96.53 0.74 0.472 0.539
(G) w/o patch loss 1.97 1.67 96.51 0.73 0.476 0.547
(H) w/o global BA 2.07 1.67 96.56 0.73 0.495 0.568
(I) w/ Co-SLAM global BA 2.01 1.67 96.57 0.73 0.485 0.557

TABLE III: Tracking and mapping results on ScanNet.
Acc.(cm) Comp.(cm) Comp.Rate(%) ATE RMSE(cm)

Co-SLAM 31.31 3.83 77.36 9.37
ESLAM 25.96 4.27 73.58 7.52
PLGSLAM 21.14 4.29 74.78 6.77
HS-SLAM (ours) 19.34 4.25 73.33 7.42
SplaTAM - - - 11.88

TABLE IV: Tracking results on TUM RGB-D.
fr1/desk(cm) fr2/xyz(cm) fr3/office(cm) Average(cm)

Co-SLAM 2.754 1.747 3.293 2.598
ESLAM 2.519 1.212 2.786 2.172
HS-SLAM (ours) 2.485 1.11 2.77 2.122
SplaTAM 3.35- 1.24- 5.16- 3.25-

that a hybrid encoding is crucial to overcome the limitations
of the single ones – and does not simply benefit from having
more features. We then evaluate the results achieved using
the hybrid encoding proposed in [8], claiming that dense
grids and tri-planes allow for the best results (C). Although
yielding the highest completion rate, this solution performs
worse on most of the remaining metrics, confirming our
synergy between hash grid, tri-planes, and one-blob encoding
as the optimal choice for hybrid encoding. This is further
confirmed by removing a single among these representations
(D-F), which always reduces the results on any metric.

Structural Supervision. The absence of structural super-
vision (G) introduces a moderate drop in mapping accuracy,
as well as in overall tracking quality. This proves how,
despite not playing a crucial role as hybrid embeddings, the
structural supervision coming from patches is necessary to
obtain optimal results.

Active Global Bundle Adjustment. Removing global BA
(H) yields drops both in mapping and tracking quality, high-
lighting its major role in reducing cumulative camera pose
errors, specifically when handling newly explored scenes or
scenes being forgotten. Finally, replacing it with Co-SLAM
global BA (I) leads to poorer performance, demonstrating
once more the advance introduced by our global BA.

D. Results on Other Datasets

ScanNet Dataset. We evaluate tracking and reconstruction
accuracy on ScanNet, collecting the results in Tab. III.
On the one hand, HS-SLAM outperforms other methods
in reconstruction. On the other hand, PLGSLAM achieves
better tracking results due to its design specifically tailored
for larger scene reconstruction, a contribution orthogonal

TABLE V: Memory usage and runtime on Replica room0.
Mem. Size sums the footprints by both encoder and decoder.
Avg. FPS divides the total runtime by the number of frames.

Scene Encoding Mem.Size (MB) Avg.FPS
Co-SLAM Hash Grid + MLP 6.72 7.97
ESLAM Feature Planes + MLP 27.21 4.62
PLGSLAM Feature Planes + MLP - -
HS-SLAM (ours) Hybrid + MLP 25.83 2.35
Point-SLAM Neural Points + MLP 54.8/3936.8 0.23
SplaTAM 3D Gaussians 392.5 0.14

to ours. Nonetheless, HS-SLAM still demonstrates strong
performance thanks to its accurate scene representation and
high reconstruction completeness.

TUM Dataset. We further test HS-SLAM on the TUM
dataset and evaluate tracking accuracy. Tab. IV demonstrates
that our framework achieves promising tracking accuracy,
outperforming once again both Co-SLAM and ESLAM.

E. Performance Analysis

We compare our HS-SLAM with the NeRF-centric SLAM
systems considered so far, as well as with Point-SLAM and
SplaTAM, to assess its efficiency. For a fair comparison, we
evaluate the available open-source code on our desktop PC.
We measured memory usage (total footprint of the encoder
and decoder) and average FPS (average time required to pro-
cess per frame in a sequence). Tab. V shows that Co-SLAM
is the fastest method with the lowest model size, yet the least
accurate according to the previous experiments. In contrast,
Point-SLAM and SplaTAM demonstrate much lower speeds
(less than 1 FPS) with a large model (hundreds or thousands
of MB), making neural points and 3D Gaussian Splatting still
unsuitable for real-time applications. HS-SLAM represents a
good trade-off between the two worlds, outperforming Co-
SLAM and ESLAM while retaining a few FPS in speed.

V. CONCLUSION

We present HS-SLAM, a dense RGB-D SLAM system
that integrates hybrid scene representation with structural
supervision, aided by an active global BA to mitigate camera
drifts. Experimental results demonstrate HS-SLAM’s supe-
rior performance in both reconstruction and pose estima-
tion compared to existing NeRF-centric SLAM systems,
achieving the best trade-off between accuracy and efficiency.
While currently optimized for indoor environments, future



integration of submaps and loop closure techniques could
expand its capability to handle larger-scale scenes.
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