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Figure 1. LiM-Loc directly assigns 2D keypoints to 3D LiDAR point clouds to generate a dense and accurate 3D reference map. This
method collaborates with a variety of state-of-the-art local features to 3D reconstruct almost every keypoint. LiM-Loc estimates with an
error of less than a few centimeters, which is difficult with image-only methods.

Abstract

Visual localization is to estimate the 6-DOF camera pose of
a query image in a 3D reference map. We extract keypoints
from the reference image and generate a 3D reference map
with 3D reconstruction of the keypoints in advance. We em-
phasize that the more keypoints in the 3D reference map
and the smaller the error of the 3D positions of the key-
points, the higher the accuracy of the camera pose estima-
tion. However, previous image-only methods require a huge
number of images, and it is difficult to 3D-reconstruct key-
points without error due to inevitable mismatches and fail-
ures in feature matching. As a result, the 3D reference map
is sparse and inaccurate. In contrast, accurate 3D reference
maps can be generated by combining images and 3D sen-
sors. Recently, 3D-LiDAR has been widely used around the
world. LiDAR, which measures a large space with high den-
sity, has become inexpensive. In addition, accurately cali-
brated cameras are also widely used, so images that record
the external parameters of the camera without errors can
be easily obtained. In this paper, we propose a method to
directly assign 3D LiDAR point clouds to keypoints to gen-
erate dense and accurate 3D reference maps. The proposed
method avoids feature matching and achieves accurate 3D

reconstruction for almost all keypoints. To estimate camera
pose over a wide area, we use the wide-area LiDAR point
cloud to remove points that are not visible to the camera and
reduce 2D-3D correspondence errors. Using indoor and
outdoor datasets, we apply the proposed method to several
state-of-the-art local features and confirm that it improves
the accuracy of camera pose estimation.

1. Introduction

Visual Localization aims at estimating the 6-DoF camera
pose(i.e. position and orientation) in a 3D reference map[1–
8]. It can estimate the camera pose even in places where
GPS and GNSS are difficult, such as indoor environments
where satellite signals are difficult to reach, or in high-
rise buildings where satellite signals are reflected in mul-
tiple stages, so it is used for various applications such as
autonomous driving, robotics, and augmented reality. In
general, camera pose estimation uses a 3D reference map
to obtain the 3D positions of keypoints in the query image
and then estimates the camera pose using the Perspective-n-
Point (PnP) algorithm[9, 10]. The 3D reference maps that
provide the input for PnP are generated by Structure-from-
Motion (SfM)[9, 11]. In SfM, common keypoints between
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multiple reference images are extracted by feature match-
ing, and then the keypoints are 3D reconstructed. The re-
constructed keypoints are given 3D positions and stored as
a 3D reference map. The 3D reference map provides the in-
put values for PnP[9, 10], which calculates the camera pose,
and therefore has a significant impact on the estimation ac-
curacy. However, in SfM, feature matching is affected by
insufficient texture or similar texture, leading to incorrect
feature matching or failure to match. It is difficult to recon-
struct keypoints in 3D without error, and as a result, the 3D
reference map is sparse and inaccurate. Increasing the num-
ber of reference images will make the 3D reference map
generated by SfM denser and more accurate, but it will also
increase processing time and have limited quality.

In contrast, combining images and 3D sensors can gen-
erate dense and accurate 3D reference maps. Recently, with
the increasing demand for autonomous driving, robotics,
and AR, 3D-LiDAR has become widely used in the world.
High-end iPhone models are equipped with LiDAR, and Li-
DAR is becoming more common. For example, NavVis-
VLX and BLK2GO are portable LiDAR that measured
while walking. They can easily measure large indoor and
outdoor areas. In addition, they are equipped with accu-
rately calibrated cameras, so images that record camera ex-
ternal parameters with low error can be easily obtained.
MMS is a LiDAR that targets a larger space. MMS is a car
equipped with LiDAR and a camera and can acquire city-
scale LiDAR point clouds and images while driving. These
LiDAR measure time-series LiDAR point clouds and se-
quentially register them, reducing measurement errors and
measuring more accurate and denser point clouds. This Li-
DAR registration also reduces measurement errors in the
external parameters of the camera[12, 13]. As products with
accurate calibration of LiDAR and cameras become more
widespread, sensor fusion has become easier.

We emphasize that the more keypoints in the 3D refer-
ence map and the smaller the error of the 3D positions of the
keypoints, the higher the accuracy of the camera pose esti-
mation. In this paper, we propose a method to directly as-
sign 3D LiDAR points to keypoints to generate a dense and
accurate 3D reference map. The proposed method avoids
feature matching and almost all keypoints are accurately
reconstructed in 3D. The proposed method performs HPR
(Hidden Point Removal) with spherical compression on the
wide-area LiDAR point cloud to reduce 2D-3D correspon-
dence errors. The 3D LiDAR point cloud is projected onto
a 2D LiDAR virtual image. The image and the LiDAR vir-
tual image are perfectly overlapped in the camera screen
coordinates, and keypoints at the same coordinate positions
are directly matched to the LiDAR point cloud in 2D-3D
(Figure 1). The proposed method does not rely on feature
matching for 2D-3D correspondence and does not rely on
specific local features. That is, the proposed method can be

applied to various state-of-the-art local features. To prove
that our method improves the accuracy of camera pose esti-
mation, we evaluate it on indoor and outdoor datasets. We
apply our method to several state-of-the-art local features
and show that it improves the accuracy of estimation.
The contributions of this paper are as follows:
1. We propose LiM-Loc, which combines LiDAR point

clouds and images to generate a dense and accurate
3D reference map. By avoiding feature matching and
directly 2D-3D matching keypoints to LiDAR point
clouds, almost all keypoints can be accurately assigned
to LiDAR point clouds.

2. Supports registered LiDAR point clouds, which are more
accurate and dense. Registered LiDAR point clouds
with time-series LiDAR point clouds suffer from occlu-
sions. We use spherical shell compression to remove
hidden points from registered LiDAR point clouds, re-
solving occlusions and reducing misalignment between
keypoints and hidden LiDAR points.

3. To prove that a dense and accurate 3D reference map im-
proves the accuracy of camera pose estimation, we eval-
uate our method using two different datasets, indoor and
outdoor. We apply our method to several state-of-the-art
local features and show improved performance.

2. Related Works
Visual localization is to estimate the camera pose (3D posi-
tion and orientation) of a query image within a 3D reference
map[1–8]. As a preliminary step, we generate a 3D refer-
ence map by 3D reconstructing keypoints in the reference
image. Generally, in camera pose estimation, the 3D posi-
tions of keypoints in the query image are obtained using a
3D reference map, and then the camera pose is estimated
using the Perspective-n-Point (PnP) algorithm[9, 10]. The
3D reference map that provides the input values for PnP
is generated using the Structure-from-Motion (SfM) recon-
struction method[9, 11, 14]. In SfM, common keypoints
between multiple reference images are extracted by feature
matching, and then the keypoints are 3D reconstructed. The
reconstructed keypoints are given 3D positions and stored
as a 3D reference map. The 3D reference map has a signifi-
cant impact on the estimation accuracy, as it provides the in-
put values for PnP[9, 10], which calculates the camera pose.
However, in SfM, feature matching is affected by insuffi-
cient texture or similar texture, resulting in incorrect feature
matching or failure to match. It is difficult to recover key-
points in 3D sparse and inaccurate. Apart from that, SfM
requires a huge number of images taken continuously, with
a part of the space captured in the previous image also cap-
tured without error, and as a result, the 3D reference map is
the next image. The hloc[4, 5] pipeline extends the task of
visual localization to large-scale scenes by adding a global
estimation process to extract top-k pairs of reference images
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Figure 2. LiM-Loc pipeline consists of (i) reprojecting the LiDAR point cloud onto a realistic LiDAR virtual image, (ii) extracting local
image features, and (iii) directly assigning 2D keypoints to the LiDAR virtual image by overlapping them.

from the 3D reference map in image retrieval[1, 2, 15–17].
It has achieved SOTA accuracy in many benchmarks. In this
paper, we confirm that the accuracy of camera pose estima-
tion can be improved by applying a dense and accurate 3D
reference map to the hloc pipeline.
Local feature matching is performed by calculating pair-
wise descriptor distances between keypoints detected in two
images and performing match extraction by mutual near-
est neighbors in the distance matrix[18–22]. SuperGlue[5]
adopted a graph neural network approach that reflects the
information between mutual descriptors and optimal trans-
port instead of mutual nearest neighbors for match extrac-
tion and achieved good results in match extraction. How-
ever, these methods are not good in texture-less environ-
ments where keypoints are difficult to detect. Therefore,
semi-dense methods that perform uniform matching on im-
age grids without using a detector have been proposed[23–
26]. They have the advantage of avoiding the problem
of detecting keypoints from texture-less images[27], but
if the matching between image grids fails, large image
grids will be lost. Recently, dense matching has been
proposed to extract feature matching densely across all
views[28, 29]. However, while semi-dense and dense ap-
proaches have achieved good results for 2D-2D matching,
they have not achieved comparable performance to sparse
methods [5, 21, 30] for 3D geometry estimation[28, 29, 31].
Some methods[32–34] directly regress the camera pose
from a single query image. But are not competitive in terms
of accuracy. Recent studies have improved local feature
matching, but these are improvements in the performance
of 2D-2D match extraction, and to improve the accuracy
of camera pose estimation, it is necessary to improve 2D-
3D inliers extraction. Our proposed method avoids feature
matching and assigns 3D LiDAR point clouds to keypoints
directly, accurately assigning almost all keypoints to 3D Li-
DAR point clouds. We apply the proposed method to sev-

eral state-of-the-art local features and confirm that it can
improve the accuracy of camera pose estimation.

3. LiM-Loc

We emphasize that the more keypoints in the 3D reference
map and the lower the error of the 3D positions of the key-
points, the higher the accuracy of the camera pose estima-
tion. We propose LiM-Loc, which combines LiDAR point
clouds and images to generate a dense and accurate 3D ref-
erence map. By avoiding feature matching and directly as-
signing keypoints to the LiDAR point cloud, almost all key-
points can be 3D reconstructed.

The pipeline of our method is shown in Figure 2. First,
we reduce the number of reference images (Reference Im-
age Reduction). Our method can reconstruct almost all key-
points in 3D with a single reference image, so multiple ref-
erence images for the same location are not required as in
traditional methods. Second, we compress the registered
LiDAR point cloud into a spherical shell and remove in-
visible points (Spherical Shell Compression). The regis-
tered LiDAR point cloud has the advantage of being denser
and has smaller errors, but it has the disadvantage of occlu-
sion. We solve occlusion and prevent 2D-3D correspon-
dence errors by removing invisible points with Spherical
Shell Compression. A 2D LiDAR virtual image is gener-
ated by reprojecting the 3D LiDAR point cloud after re-
moving invisible points. The reprojected 2D LiDAR virtual
image is perfectly overlapped with the reference image ac-
cording to the intrinsic and extrinsic parameters of the refer-
ence image. Finally, the reference image and the 2D virtual
image are associated with keypoints at the same position
in the camera screen coordinates (direct 2D-3D correspon-
dence). For camera pose estimation of the query image, we
use PnP[9, 10].
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3.1. Reference Image Reduction
Our method reconstructs almost all keypoints in one refer-
ence image in 3D, so ideally, a reference image that compre-
hensively captures the space without overlapping is suffi-
cient. Reducing the number of reference images can shorten
the generation time of the 3D reference map and reduce
the data size. However, when measuring, it is difficult to
capture images without overlapping in an unfamiliar space.
If the reference images are simply reduced after capture,
necessary reference images will be lost, resulting in a de-
terioration of the estimation accuracy of the camera pose.
We reduce the reference images while suppressing the de-
terioration of the estimation accuracy of the camera pose.
To suppress the deterioration of the estimation accuracy,
it is necessary to suppress the deterioration of the estima-
tion accuracy of both global estimation and local estimation.
Therefore, we set an unnecessary metric for each process of
global estimation and local estimation and reduce reference
images that satisfy both of the two metrics.

Global unnecessary metric: In global estimation, the
camera pose of the query image is coarsely estimated by im-
age retrieval. In the proposed method, the more similar the
camera pose of the reference image is, the less necessary it
is. Since a measuring instrument that integrates LiDAR and
a camera can obtain an accurate camera pose, a global un-
necessary metric is set based on the camera pose of the ref-
erence image. First, we divide the 3D reference map into a
grid. Next, for reference image i contained in each grid Ln,
we calculate the cosine similarity of the shooting poses gi
and gj with other reference images j, and this is the global
unnecessary metric Cij .

Cij = cos(gi, gj), i, j ∈ Ln (1)

=
⟨gi, gj⟩
∥gi, gj∥

(2)

If the value of (1) exceeds a threshold within the same grid,
it is determined to be unnecessary globally.

Local unnecessary metric: In local estimation, locally
matching keypoints are extracted between paired images.
Images with similar camera pose and many matching key-
points are considered to be of the same location. The local
unnecessaryness index Fij is the number of inliers of the
local features of paired images n and m, and reference im-
ages that exceed a threshold are deemed unnecessary. If the
function that performs local feature matching and calculates
the number of matches is f(x, y), the local index Fij is

Fij = f(i, j), i, j ∈ Ln (3)

In summary, we divide the space into a grid of equal in-
tervals and calculate the global unnecessary metric Cij and
the local unnecessary metric Fij for the images contained
in each grid Ln. We extract paired images for which both

LiDAR point clouds Spherical shell

compression

Remove hidden points

from the camera

camera

(a) HPR with spherical shell compression.
LiDAR virtual image

without HPR

LiDAR virtual image

with HPR

(b) Reprojection to LiDAR Virtual image.

Figure 3. (a) Conventional HPR, which assumes the object-scale,
has difficulty in handling spatial-scale point clouds. We compress
the spatial-scale point cloud into a spherical shell and convert it
into an object-scale point cloud by preserving the visibility from
the camera. (b)Without HPR, hidden points appear as noise, which
leads to misassignment in 2D-3D correspondence.

metrics are above a threshold. From the extracted paired
images, we eliminate the image with fewer local features.
This is because the more keypoints that can be input to
PnP[9, 10], the easier it is to accurately estimate the camera
pose.

3.2. HPR with spherical shell compression
A registered LiDAR point cloud is a wide-area LiDAR
point cloud that represents the entire space, rather than frag-
mented data measured in one place. Its advantage is a
high density of points and low measurement error, which
is important when generating dense and accurate 3D refer-
ence maps. However, it also has a disadvantage: occlusion.
Since we overlay the image and the virtual LiDAR image
and directly assign keypoints to the LiDAR point cloud, oc-
clusion will cause invisible points to appear in the virtual
LiDAR image Figure 3(b), and keypoints will not match
the invisible points.

As a step before generating the virtual LiDAR image,
we remove invisible points from the registered LiDAR point
cloud. This solves occlusion. A great way to remove invisi-
ble points [35] is to flip the point cloud over a virtual sphere
and determine the convex hull to determine invisible points.
However, this method assumes that the object can be con-
tained within a virtual sphere, so it does not work with the
registered point cloud that represents the entire space be-
cause the scale is too large. Therefore, we shell centered
on the camera position Figure 3(a). By compressing toward
the camera center, we preserve the visibility from the cam-
era and shrink the registered LiDAR, and compress the reg-
istered LiDAR point cloud into a spherical shell. First, we
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Telegraph Museum (Indoor Dataset)Lighthouse Park (Outdoor Dataset)

B1F

2F

1F

3F
LiDAR point clouds reference images

query images

LiDAR point clouds reference images

query images

Figure 4. We measured outdoor and indoor datasets using LiDAR while walking. Equipped with a perfectly calibrated camera, we were
able to easily capture images with extrinsic parameters.

transform the point cloud into camera-centered coordinates
according to the external parameters. Next, the point cloud
is compressed into a spherical shell centered on the coordi-
nate origin as

t = smax − smin (4)

where smax ,smin are the distances from the origin to the in-
ner and outer surfaces of the shell. t is represents the thick-
ness of the shell. Pn is the 3D position of each point n in the
LiDAR point cloud in the camera center coordinates. The
distance from the origin is pnnorm. The distance from the
origin to the closest point is Pmin, and the distance from
the origin to the farthest point is Pmax. The compression
ratio Compn is

Compn =
pnnorm − Pmin

Pmax − Pmin
t+ smin (5)

The point cloud Pn is transformed into a spherical shell by

P ′
n = Compn

pn
pnnorm

(6)

We apply the spherically compressed point clouds to
a previous method[35] to remove hidden points from the
wide-scale registered point cloud.

3.3. Direct 2D-3D correspondence
The LiDAR point cloud with HPR is projected onto the Li-
DAR virtual image Figure 2. We make each point of the Li-
DAR virtual image retain its position in the camera screen
coordinates and its original 3D position. Since the refer-
ence image and the LiDAR virtual image are unified in the
camera screen coordinates, we directly assign the points of
the LiDAR virtual image at the positions of the keypoints.
Since the point cloud assigned to the keypoints retains its
original 3D position, we store it in the 3D reference map as
the 3D position of the keypoint.

4. Experiments
We confirm that a dense and accurate 3D reference map im-
proves the accuracy of camera pose estimation. We com-
pare the estimation accuracy of several state-of-the-art lo-
cal features when generating a 3D reference map using our
proposed method with that of a conventional method that
generates a 3D reference map using only images.

4.1. Implementation detail
Based on the hloc[4, 5] pipeline, we replaced the 3D refer-
ence map generation part with our proposed method. The
pipeline of hloc[4, 5] has two parts: an offline process that
extracts global features and generates a 3D reference map,
and an online process that estimates the camera pose of the
query image in real time. We implemented it to generate
a 3D reference map in the same format as the 3D refer-
ence map output by the offline process of hloc. We did not
change the functions of the online process of hloc, but only
replaced the 3D reference map.

4.2. Benchmark Datasets
There are several datasets that contain 3D sensor data[8, 36–
39], but no datasets of images with registered LiDAR point
clouds and accurate camera poses. We measured indoors
and outdoors with a recent LIDAR, NavVis VLX , and
prepared a dataset of registered LiDAR point clouds and
images with accurate camera poses. The dataset includes
i) registered LiDAR point clouds (.ply), ii) reference im-
ages (.jpg), iii) extrinsic parameters of the reference images
(.json), iv) internal parameters of the reference image cam-
era (.json), v) query images (.jpg), vi) extrinsic parameters
of the query image (.json), and vii) internal parameters of
the query image camera (.json). These data are automati-
cally output when measured with NavVis VLX(Figure 5).
However, for ii) reference images and v) query images, we
reproject them from fisheye images to pinhole images. This
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Methods Lighthouse Park Telegraph Museum
0.01m/1◦ 0.03m/1◦ 0.05m/1◦ 0.10m/1◦ 0.10m/10◦0.25m/10◦1.0m/10◦ 0.01m/1◦ 0.03m/1◦ 0.05m/1◦ 0.10m/1◦ 0.10m/10◦0.25m/10◦1.0m/10◦

SP+SG/NV 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.3 51.7 90.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.2 51.9 85.1
SP+SG/EP 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.7 50.8 88.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.3 50.6 81.8
SP+LG/NV 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.8 52.5 89.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.8 53.9 81.8
SP+LG/EP 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.7 49.2 88.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.2 51.3 79.9
DISK+LG/NV 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.8 60.0 86.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.9 43.5 75.3
DISK+LG/EP 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.8 61.7 87.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.6 39.0 75.3
ALIKED+LG/NV 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.7 60.8 90.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.8 52.6 83.8
ALIKED+LG/EP 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 57.5 90.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 13.6 49.4 76.0
SIFT+LG/NV 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 17.5 45.6 86.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.2 33.1 75.3
SIFT+LG/EP 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.8 41.7 83.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.5 31.8 68.2

Ours(SP+SG/NV) 8.3 55.0 68.3 90.0 92.5 96.7 96.7 21.4 65.6 78.6 83.8 84.4 86.4 87.0
Ours(SP+SG/EP) 14.2 55.8 69.2 90.0 92.5 96.7 96.7 22.1 68.8 78.6 83.1 85.7 86.4 86.4
Ours(SP+LG/NV) 13.3 56.7 70.0 90.8 93.3 96.7 96.7 21.4 66.9 78.6 83.8 85.1 85.7 85.7
Ours(SP+LG/EP) 13.3 55.8 70.8 88.3 90.8 95.8 95.8 25.3 66.9 76.0 80.5 82.5 85.7 86.4
Ours(DISK+LG/NV) 15.0 59.2 72.5 90.0 93.3 96.7 96.7 16.2 51.9 64.3 72.1 74.0 81.2 83.8
Ours(DISK+LG/EP) 9.2 60.0 69.2 84.2 87.5 94.2 95.8 16.9 49.4 61.7 70.8 74.7 80.5 82.5
Ours(ALIKED+LG/NV) 16.7 56.7 71.7 90.0 94.2 96.7 96.7 11.7 61.7 72.7 81.8 83.1 83.8 85.1
Ours(ALIKED+LG/EP) 11.7 54.2 71.7 89.2 94.2 97.5 97.5 16.2 56.5 67.5 76.6 80.5 83.8 84.4
Ours(SIFT+LG/NV) 7.5 46.7 58.3 73.3 77.5 87.5 90.8 11.0 43.5 60.4 72.7 75.3 81.2 84.4
Ours(SIFT+LG/EP) 9.2 47.5 60 75.8 79.2 93.3 93.3 9.1 44.8 59.1 72.1 75.3 81.8 84.4

Table 1. In cases where the same features are used, the results where the estimation accuracy was improved by more than 10% are in
bold(NV:NetVLAD, EP:EigenPlaces). Our method improves accuracy in cases where the error is smaller than (0.10m/1◦).

is because NavVis VLX outputs fisheye images, which are
difficult to apply to SfM. The proposed method can also
apply fisheye images, but the evaluation conditions are uni-
fied with SfM to use pinhole images. [Lighthouse Park] is
the outdoor dataset of a nature park with a small building.
The area is approximately 1,550 , and 2,974 reference im-
ages and 105 query images are prepared. The indoor dataset
[Telegraph Museum] is a museum of information and com-
munication technology. It has four floors from B1F to 3F,
and the total area is approximately 5,184 . 3,266 reference
images and 154 query images are prepared.

4.3. Metrics
We report the percentage of query images that are local-
ized with an error between the estimated camera pose and
the ground truth below a threshold. We set seven thresh-
olds: (0.01m, 1.0◦), (0.03m, 1.0◦), (0.05m, 1.0◦), (0.1m,
1.0◦), (0.10m, 10◦), (0.25m, 10◦), and (1.0m, 10◦). The
most stringent evaluation method for indoor in the Long-
Term Visual Localization Challenge has a minimum error of
(0.1m, 1.0◦). We set smaller errors: (0.01m, 1.0◦), (0.03m,
1.0◦), and (0.03m, 1.0◦). The pose error is the average rela-
tive rotation error (RRE (◦)).

4.4. Comparison Condition
reference map using a smaller number of reference images
selected by image reduction and the 3D-LiDAR point cloud.
The number of reference images after reduction is x (out-
door dataset) and x (indoor dataset). In contrast, hloc[4, 5]
gene rates a 3D reference map using all the original refer-

Reference images Average time [hour]
hloc/COLMAP 2,974 / 3,266 53.3 / 29.9
Ours(No-RIR) 2,974 / 3,266 20.4 / 64.7

Ours 457 / 1,508 3.3 / 26.4

Table 2. The fewer the number of reference images, the faster the
average generation time of the 3D reference map. The left side of
each cell is outdoors, and the right side is indoors.

ence images without using the 3D-LiDAR point cloud. In
generating a 3D reference map, the extrinsic and intrinsic
parameters of the reference images are important. To make
a fair comparison, both the proposed method and the con-
ventional method use the extrinsic and intrinsic parameters
of the reference images.
online process: We did not change the functions of the on-
line process, but only replaced the 3D reference map. The
online processing part is no different from hloc[4, 5]. but
allows the data of the 3D reference map to be replaced.

4.5. Results

Accuracy: We evaluated the estimation accuracy of the
proposed method. We compared the original method
with the proposed method in 10 patterns combining
2 type of global features[1, 2] and 5 type of local
features/matching[3, 5, 6, 21, 22, 30]. The results are sum-
marized in Table 1. Regardless of the outdoor and indoor
dataset, the proposed method improved the accuracy of the
original method in all 10 patterns. The strictest minimum
error for indoor environments in the Long-Term Visual Lo-
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0.01m/1◦ 0.03m/1◦ 0.05m/1◦ 0.10m/10◦ 0.25m/10◦ 1.0m/10◦

Ours
(SP+SG) 8.3 / 21.4 55.0 / 65.6 68.3 / 78.6 90.0 / 83.8 96.7 / 86.4 96.7 / 87.0

No-RIR 9.2 / 21.4 40.0 / 48.7 60.0 / 54.5 76.7 / 58.4 81.7 / 59.1 82.5 / 59.1
No-HPR 5.8 / 5.2 38.3 / 30.5 58.3 / 40.9 78.3 / 46.1 87.5 / 55.2 89.2 / 61.0

Table 3. This is the estimated accuracy when RIR or HPR is
skipped. The left side of each cell is the estimated accuracy out-
doors, and the right side is the estimated accuracy indoors. Accu-
racy degradation of more than 10% is highlighted in bold.

calization Challenge is (0.1 m, 1.0◦). Even with stricter
errors (0.01 cm/1.0◦), (0.03 cm/1.0◦), and (0.05 cm/1.0◦),
the proposed method can estimate a high rate. In contrast,
the difference in estimation accuracy between the proposed
method and the conventional method becomes smaller as
the error threshold increases. We found that the use of a
dense and accurate 3D reference map increases the estima-
tion rate of errors less than (0.1 m/1◦).

3D reference map processing time: We confirmed that
the generation time of the 3D reference map is shortened by
the RIR (Reference Image Reduction) process. The results
are summarized in Table 2. We can see that the generation
time is shortened in proportion to the number of reference
images reduced by RIR. In previous image-only methods,
the more reference images there are, the higher the quality
of the 3D reference map (keypoint density and low error). In
contrast, our proposed method does not inherently require
many reference images. This allows the 3D reference map
to be generated in a shorter time.

4.6. Ablation study
Reference Image Reduction(RIR): We confirmed whether
the proposed reference image reduction can suppress the
deterioration of estimation accuracy(Table 3). When the
reference images were simply thinned out and reduced in
size, the accuracy deteriorated both outdoors and indoors.
Indoors, the accuracy deteriorated by about 27.9% even at
the error threshold (1.0 m/10◦). Indoor datasets are often
obstructed by obstacles (walls, exhibits, etc.). Compared
to outdoors, where there are fewer obstacles blocking the
view, more reference images are required indoors. There-
fore, there are fewer unnecessary reference images indoors,
and simply thinning out reference images increases the pos-
sibility of reducing reference images that should not be re-
duced. The number of reference images required varies de-
pending on the environment, such as the number of obsta-
cles blocking the view, and it is difficult to determine how
many to keep. RIR not only has the effect of suppressing
deterioration of estimation accuracy, but also automatically
keeps the necessary number of images.

HPR with spherical compression: We confirmed
whether HPR with spherical shell compression contributes
to the estimation accuracy(Table 3). Without HPR, the
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Figure 5. The impact of (a) reducing the number of keypoints
and (b) increasing the 3D position error of keypoints is seen both
indoors and outdoors. When the number of keypoints is reduced
by 80% accuracy atarts to degrade. When the 3D position error is
larger than 0.10m, estimation below 0.10m become difficult.

estimation accuracy deteriorates both outdoors and indoors.
Indoors, the estimation accuracy deteriorates more than
outdoors. This is because occlusion is more likely to occur
in the indoor dataset. The indoor dataset combines four
floors, B1F to 3F, into one 3D reference map, so there
are Without HPR, there are many invisible points on the
LiDAR virtual image. In the vertical direction, LiDAR
point clouds from other floors are captured, while in the
estimated direction, the back of the walls and exhibits on
the same floor are captured. In contrast, in the outdoor
area, although there are lighthouses and buildings, there
is no occlusion in the vertical direction, and occlusion in
the horizontal direction is relatively unlikely to occur. As
this result shows, HPR is necessary when dealing with
LiDAR point clouds over a wide area. HPR contributes to
improving the estimation accuracy.

4.7. Analysis

What we emphasize is that the more the number of key-
points in the 3D reference map is and the smaller the error
in the 3D position of the keypoints is, the higher the ac-
curacy of the camera pose estimation. We show that the
number of keypoints and the error in their position affect
the estimation accuracy. We check the estimation accuracy
when the number of keypoints in the 3D reference map gen-
erated by the proposed method is reduced and when the 3D
position of the keypoints is shifted. The global features and
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local features are set to NetVLAD/SP+SG.

The number of 3D reconstructed keypoints: Figure
5(a) shows the estimation accuracy when the number of
keypoints in the 3D reference map is reduced to [-20%, -
50%, -80%]. To avoid reducing many keypoints from some
reference images, we reduced the keypoints equally for each
reference image. When the number of keypoints is reduced
by 80%, the accuracy decreases by about 10-16% below
(0.1m/10◦). On the other hand, there is no difference in ac-
curacy above (0.25m/10◦). When the number of keypoints
falls below a certain number, the accuracy decreases and it
becomes difficult to estimate with an error of less than 0.1m.

3D position error: Figure 5(b) is the estimation accu-
racy when the 3D position of the keypoint is shifted [0.01m,
0.03m, 0.10m, 0.20m]. To avoid biased shifting in one di-
rection, we shifted 33.3% of all keypoints in the x direction,
33.3% in the y direction, and 33.3% in the z direction. The
estimation accuracy does not deteriorate even if the shift
is 0.01m. The estimation accuracy deteriorates when the
shift is 0.03m, and the accuracy of (0.10m/10◦) is about
1% when the shift is 20cm. The estimation accuracy when
shifted 20cm tends to be similar to that of the conventional
method, and it is difficult to estimate less than 0.10m.

So far, we have simulated the degradation of the 3D ref-
erence map of the proposed method to confirm the effect
of keypoint position and error. Here, we analyze the dif-
ference between the 3D reference map of the image-only
method and the proposed method. First, the number of
3D reconstructed keypoints is summarized in Table 4. The
proposed method has a high ratio of 3D reconstructed key-
points per reference image, about 87-93%. In contrast, the
ratio of the image-only method is low, about 15-38% out-
doors and about 7-22% indoors. As mentioned above, the
image-only method may have a degradation in estimation
accuracy due to the small number of keypoints in the 3D ref-
erence map.Next, we analyze the 3D position error. Since
the proposed method and the conventional method used the
same reference image to generate the 3D reference map,
Figure.6 summaries the 3D position error of keypoints at
the same epixel position on the same reference image and
summarized it as a cumulative graph. The percentage of
the number of keypoints with an error of less than 0.10 m
was about 16% outdoors and about 62% indoors. As men-
tioned above, the degradation of estimation accuracy may
occur due to the 3D position error of the keypoints in the
3D reference map. In summary, the image-only method is
likely to be affected by both the number of keypoints and
the 3D position error. In particular, the 3D position error
of the keypoints is important, and has a large impact on the
ratio that can be estimated with an error of less than 0.10 m.

Average per reference image
2D keypoints 2D → 3D keypoints 2D → 3D ratio[%]

Sp+SG 2,598 / 2,171 819 / 414 31.5 / 19.1
Sp+LG 2,598 / 2,175 828 / 428 31.9 / 19.7
Disk+LG 18,639/19,511 6,227 / 3,333 33.4 / 17.1
Aliked+LG 3,722 / 1,834 1,432 / 407 38.5 / 22.2
Sift+LG 4,536 / 1,635 962 / 180 21.2 / 11.0
Ours(SP+SG) 2,924 / 2,285 2,668 / 1,992 91.3 / 87.2
Ours(SP+LG) 2,924 / 2,285 2,668 /1,992 91.3 / 87.2
Ours(Disk+LG) 19,852/20,352 18,344 /18,236 92.4 / 89.6
Ours(Aliked+LG) 3,784 / 1,887 3,535 / 1,701 93.4 / 90.1
Ours(Sift+LG) 4,727 / 1,669 4,363 / 1,484 92.3 / 88.9

Table 4. The number of 2D keypoints that could be reconstructed
in 3D for each reference image. The left side of each cell is out-
doors and the right side is indoors. Our method has a high ratio of
2D→3D about 87-93%.
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Figure 6. A graph showing the cumulative percentage of keypoints
for which the 3D position error was below the threshold in the
image-only method.

5. Conclusion
In visual localization, we emphasize that the more keypoints
in the 3D reference map and the lower the position error of
the keypoints, the higher the accuracy of the camera pose
estimation. We proposed LiM-Loc, which combines Li-
DAR point clouds and 2D keypoints to generate a dense and
accurate 3D reference map. To directly assigned keypoints
to the LiDAR point cloud with occlusions, we compress
the point cloud into a spherical shell and remove invisible
points. We evaluated LiM-Loc using indoor and outdoor
datasets, and proved that a dense and accurate 3D reference
map improves the accuracy of camera pose estimation. We
applied our proposed method to several local features and
showed that it improves their performance. We analyzed
the results and confirmed the impact of the number and po-
sition errors of keypoints on the accuracy of camera pose
transition.
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