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Abstract—The pose-only (PO) visual representation has been
proven to be equivalent to the classical multiple-view geometry,
while significantly improving computational efficiency. However,
its applicability for real-world navigation in large-scale complex
environments has not yet been demonstrated. In this study, we
present an efficient pose-only LiDAR-enhanced visual-inertial
navigation system (PO-VINS) to enhance the real-time
performance of the state estimator. In the visual-inertial state
estimator (VISE), we propose a pose-only visual-reprojection
measurement model that only contains the inertial measurement
unit (IMU) pose and extrinsic-parameter states. We further
integrated the LiDAR-enhanced method to construct a pose-only
LiDAR-depth measurement model. Real-world experiments were
conducted in large-scale complex environments, demonstrating
that the proposed PO-VISE and LiDAR-enhanced PO-VISE
reduce computational complexity by more than 50% and over
20%, respectively. Additionally, the PO-VINS yields the same
accuracy as conventional methods. These results indicate that the
pose-only solution is efficient and applicable for real-time visual-
inertial state estimation.

Index Terms—State estimation, multi-sensor fusion navigation,
visual-inertial navigation, factor graph optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Conventionally, the state-estimation problem in visual
reconstruction and navigation is conducted by applying the
bundle adjustment (BA) [1]. However, the high dimensional
parameter space of visual landmarks significantly increases the
computational complexity in solving the BA problem. In
contrast, the dimension of the camera pose parameters is much
less. Many methods have been presented to improve the
efficiency of the BA, such as incremental BA [2], [3], fixed-lag
smoother or sliding-window optimizer [4], [5], and preserving
sparsity [6]. Nevertheless, too many computational resources
have been used to estimate the parameter space of visual
landmarks. Besides, only limited visual keyframes can be
reserved to decrease the number of visual landmarks, leading to
a poor accuracy in pose estimation.

Recently, the two-view imaging geometry has been proven
to be equivalent to a pair of pose-only constraints decoupling
camera poses from visual landmark parameters [7]. This work
has been extended to the multiple-view imaging geometry [8].
The pose-only state estimation was conducted by adopting a
pose adjustment rather than the BA, while the visual landmark
parameters were analytically reconstructed from the obtained
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Fig. 1. System overview of PO-VINS. The PO-VRM denotes the pose-only
visual-reprojection measurement in section I11.B.2, and the PO-LDM denotes
the pose-only LiDAR-depth measurement in section I11.B.3.
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camera poses [8]. The pose-only solution has demonstrated that
computational efficiency is significantly improved by 2-4
orders of magnitude for three-dimensional scene reconstruction.
However, the applicability of the pose-only solution for real-
world navigation in large-scale complex environments has not
yet been proven. Besides, the computational-efficiency
improvement in a visual-inertial state estimator (VISE) is still
known.

In this study, we incorporate the pose-only visual
representation into the visual-inertial navigation system (VINS)
to examine the accuracy and efficiency of the pose-only
solution in large-scale complex environments. Moreover, the
LiDAR-enhanced method can be seamlessly integrated into the
pose-only state estimator by constructing a pose-only LiDAR-
depth measurement model. The main contributions of our work
are as follows:

e An efficient pose-only LiDAR-enhanced visual-inertial
state estimator (PO-VINS) is presented. The pose-only visual-
reprojection measurements, the pose-only LiDAR-depth
measurements, and the IMU measurements are tightly fused
within the factor graph optimization (FGO) framework to
achieve a maximum-a-posterior (MAP) estimation.

e A pose-only visual-reprojection measurement model is
proposed, which contains only the inertial measurement unit
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(IMU) pose and the extrinsic-parameter states.

e The LiDAR-enhanced method is integrated by constructing
a pose-only LiDAR-depth measurement model to directly
constrain the pose states.

e Real-world experiments were carried on in large-scale
complex environments to evaluate the efficiency and accuracy
of the proposed pose-only LiDAR-enhanced visual-inertial
state estimator.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. We give
an overview of the system pipeline in section II. The proposed
pose-only LiDAR-enhanced VINS is presented in section III.
The experiments and results are discussed in section IV for
quantitative evaluation. Finally, we conclude the proposed PO-
VINS.

II. SYSTEM OVERVIEW

The proposed PO-VINS is built upon our previous work LE-
VINS [9] by incorporating the pose-only representation for
visual-reprojection  measurements and  LiDAR-depth
measurements. Fig. 1 depicts the system overview of the
proposed PO-VINS. The front end of PO-VINS is the same as
LE-VINS, and the works in this study are mainly in the back
end, i.e. the state estimator. The INS is initialized by stationary
conditions in this study. A visual-landmark management
module is incorporated to construct the pose-only
measurements. Specifically, the pose-only visual-reprojection
measurements are established for all visual landmarks, without
involving the visual-landmark states. In contrast, the inverse-
depth parameterization [10] for visual landmarks is adopted in
LE-VINS. For those visual landmarks with associated LiDAR
depth, the pose-only LiDAR-depth measurements are proposed
to directly constrain the pose states rather than the inverse-depth
parameters of visual landmarks. Finally, the pose-only visual-
reprojection measurements, the pose-only LiDAR-depth
measurements, and the IMU measurements are tightly fused
under the framework of FGO.

III. METHODOLOGY

This section presents the methodology of the proposed PO-
VINS. We first derive the pose-only visual representation from
the multiple-view geometry. Then, the pose-only LiDAR-
enhanced visual-inertial state estimator is presented by
incorporating the pose-only visual representation. Finally, the
depth parameters for visual landmarks are analytically updated
by the estimated poses to facilitate the follow-up processing.

A. Pose-Only Visual Representation

Consider a three-dimensional (3D) visual landmark in the
world frame (w-frame) p, observed in several images, as

depicted in Fig. 2. The origin of the camera frame (c-frame) is
represented by O, . p, = (x],,yp,l) is the observed feature
pixel coordinate in the normalized-camera frame (p-frame).
The projection equation [1] of the 3D visual landmark p_ in

the p-frame can be written as

po=tr= ) oal)

where p, = (z,,y,,2.) is the coordinate of the visual landmark
in the c-frame; {p;‘fc, R;‘} is the camera pose in the w-frame.
For two images ¢ and 7, we can derive the following

equation from (1) as
z. P, =z R!p, +p. )
where {p:f;",\,R:i’} is the relative transformation from the c-
frame c_to the c-frame c, . Left multiply the anti-symmetric
matrix [ D, L on both sides of (2), and we can obtain
2, [pp,, ] R!'p, = —[pp,, ] P, - 3)
Taking the magnitude [8] in (3), the landmark depth z, in the

c-frame c_ can be written as
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Hence, the pose-only constraint for the two-view imaging
geometry in (2) can be written as

df;"”)pp” _ dic,?l)R;zpp\ _’_p;"w/,c\. (6)
The pose-only constraint in (6) has been proven to be

equivalent to the two-view imaging geometry [7]. Supposing
that ¢ and 7 are the left-based and right-based views [8] of the

visual landmark p_, respectively, we can derive a set of

w2

constraints as
Clom) ={d'p, = d“"Rip, +pi . i=sh ()

where 7 denotes another observed image, as shown in Fig. 2.
The equation (7) is the pose-only representation for multiply-
view geometry, and it can be proved that it is equivalent to the
projection equation (1).
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Fig. 2. An illustration of the multiply-view geometry. p_ is a visual landmark
in the world frame, observed by several images. The origin of the camera
frame is represented by O, , and p, is the observed pixel coordinate in the

normalized-camera frame.



Consequently, the pose-only measurements can be derived
from (7). It should be noted that the images ¢ and 7 should

., can be

construct the largest parallax of the landmark, and 6.
employed to represent the magnitude of the parallax [8]. In
practice, the image ¢ is set to the first observed image or the
image associated with LiDAR depth in PO-VINS. In addition,

the image 7 is searched within the other images to meet the

largest parallax.

B. Pose-Only State Estimator

The pose-only visual representation is incorporated into the
LiDAR-enhanced visual-inertial state estimator in this part.
Specifically, a pose-only visual-reprojection and a pose-only
LiDAR-depth measurement models are presented. The pose-
only measurements and the IMU-preintegration measurements
are tightly fused within the FGO framework to perform a MAP
estimation, as depicted in Fig. 3. Each time node in Fig. 3
represents that a visual keyframe is selected.

1) Formulation

The employed state estimator is a sliding-window optimizer
[9]. The state vector X in the sliding-window optimizer of PO-
VINS can be defined as follow:

X :[mo,ml, , T, T, ]
:Ek = [px‘:bA ’ql\;i, wln 7er; 7ba ] k € [07 n]7 (8)
T, = [pllimq:?]a

where x, is the IMU state at each time node, including the

position p;, , the attitude quaternion q , and the velocity v},

in the w-frame, and the gyroscope biases b, and the

accelerometer biases b, ; b denotes the IMU body frame (b-

frame); n is the number of the IMU preintegration in the
sliding window; =z is the camera-IMU extrinsic parameters.
The attitude quaternion q and the rotation matrix R are
equivalent for attitude parameterization [11]. The visual-
landmark states are not contained in (8), and thus the state-
estimator in PO-VINS is pose-only in terms of the visual-
reprojection and LiDAR-depth measurements.

The following nonlinear optimization problem can be solved
by minimizing the sum of the Mahalanobis norm of all
measurements and the prior as
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where 1, are the residuals for the pose-only visual-reprojection

measurements; L is the visual landmark map in the sliding
window, and [ is the landmark in the map; ¢ denotes the left-

based keyframe of the landmark [ ; n is the right-based
keyframe; ¢ is another observed keyframe of the landmark [
r, are the residuals for the pose-only LiDAR-depth

measurements, which directly constrain the pose states of the
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Fig. 3. FGO framework of PO-VINS. PO-VR denotes the pose-only visual-
reprojection factor in section III.B.2, and PO-LD denotes the pose-only
LiDAR-depth factor in section III.B.3. Here, we suppose a visual landmark
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[ is observed in the states z, , = , x,, and x , and is associated with
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LiDAR depth d, . Besides, we suppose the left-based and right based views

are happened in z, and z, .

keyframe ¢ and 7 ; r,, are the residuals for the IMU-

preintegration measurements; {r,,H } denotes the prior

information from the marginalization [4], [12]. Ceres solver
[13], an open-sourced library for modeling and solving large
optimization problems, is adopted in PO-VINS. Specifically,
the Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm is employed to solve the
nonlinear least squares problem in (9).
2) Pose-Only Visual-Reprojection Measurement

From the pose-only representation (7), the landmark depth in
the left-based visual keyframe ¢ can be expressed as the

function of the camera poses as

Cz(wz) A [i)p” L A:’]’( “
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where ¢ and s denotes the estimated term and observed term,

respectively. The relative pose { D ,fli”} can be written as
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The camera pose {p R:’} can be written as the function of

e

the IMU pose and the extrinsic parameters as
Dy = \\bk prbc7
R =R;R,,

R“} is the IMU pose in the w-frame; {pl';,,RL’ }

(12)

\\b’

where {

denotes the extrinsic parameters in (8).
For an observed keyframe i(i = ¢,i = 1) of the landmark

[, the pose-only visual-reprojection residuals can be derived
from (7) as
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is the calculated pixel coordinate in the p-frame of

(13)

where p,
the keyframe i; b, and b, are two orthogonal bases that span
the tangent plane of p, . Here, i = n are employed for better
implementation using Ceres solver [13], which is a little
different from the definition in (7). The covariance EIV“”’ is

propagated from the pixel plane onto the tangent plane. The
calculated term f) can be written as

A i)~ A(g.'r) o I ~c;
=d“p = d; /qup\ + Do - 14)
By considermg (10), ppl in (13) can be rewritten as
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where p, is a coordinate in a scaled camera frame (only used
for better representation); the relative pose { 8 ,Rg } can also

be obtained from (11) and (12). Consequently, the calculated
R\V }

wb

term ﬁp’ is the function of the IMU poses {
{ﬁ\‘\‘fwl':l[:}, and { Dy, RW }, and the camera-IMU extrinsic

parameters {pr,R } In other words, the visual-reprojection

residuals in (13) is pose-only, without involving the visual
landmark states, as shown in Fig. 3.
3) Pose-Only LiDAR-Depth Measurement

Similarly, the LIDAR-depth measurement model in [9] can
be converted into a pose-only representation. By adopting the
depth-association method in [9], we obtain the LIDAR depth

observation in the visual c-frame as d . As mentioned in section
III.A, the image < is set to the first observed image or the image

associated with LiDAR depth, while the image 7 is searched
within the other images to meet the largest parallax. In other

words, the LIDAR-depth observation d is in the visual c-frame
of the image ¢. Hence, the pose-only LiDAR-depth residual

~ A C,]
B, | Bl

can be derived from (10) as

—d,. (16)

5, | Ri,
The covariance X" is set according to the distance threshold

for the plane-checking algorithm in [9]. The LiDAR-depth
residual in (16) is only the function of the IMU poses

{i)“\fb ,R]‘D"} and {ﬁ:b R} } , and the camera-IMU extrinsic
< S n n

parameters { Dres ﬁ:} . Hence, the LiDAR-depth measurement

in PO-VINS is also pose-only, which can directly constrain the

pose states, as depicted in Fig. 3. The LiDAR-depth
measurement may directly affect the pose states in PO-VINS,
rather than the visual-landmark states in LE-VINS, and thus the
LiDAR-depth outlier may have more significant influence in
Po-VINS. Hence, we have to add an extra outlier-culling
algorithm to judge LiDAR-depth outliers before conducting the
FOG.
4) IMU-Preintegration Measurement

We follow our previous work to employ the IMU
preintegration in the state estimator [14]. The residuals of the
IMU-preintegration measurement can be expressed as

Pre _
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o R S
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where Ap,"(,, Av/",, and q," wlk are the position, velocity,

W

and attitude preintegration measurements, respectively; g~ are

the gravity in the w-frame. The gyroscope biases b, and

accelerometer biases b, in (17) are also included in the

residuals for online estimation and correction. The covariance
X of the IMU-preintegration factor is derived from the

k—1k

noise propagation [14].

C. Depth Update for Visual Landmarks

The visual-landmark depth must be updated for the follow-
up outlier-culling and feature-tracking processes. With the
proposed pose-only visual-inertial state estimator, the visual-
landmark depth can be analytically updated with the newly
estimated camera poses. In [8], the visual landmarks are
reconstructed by employing all the visual observations with the
corresponding poses. However, we find that such processes will
result in many landmarks being removed in the outlier-culling
procedure. The visual-landmark depth has been implicitly
determined by the left-based and right-based keyframes, i.e.
and 7, as can be inferred from (10). Hence, the depth update

for a visual landmark [ can be written as

LRl
[l on]

where d is defined in the left-based keyframe ¢, which is the

same as in (10). It should be noted that the depth update in (18)
is adopted mainly to adapt to the existing outlier-culling
algorithm in [9], [15].

(18)

IV. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

A. Equipment Setup and Configurations
The LE-VINS dataset, i.e. Experiment-1 and Experiment-2,



are adopted for quantitative evaluation. The trajectory lengths
of Experiment-1 and Experiment-2 are 2560 m (1820 s) and
2539 m (1805 s), respectively. The employed sensors include
the camera (with a resolution of 1280 x 1024 ), the industrial-
grade MEMS IMU (with the gyroscope bias instability of 2
°/hr), and the solid-state LIDAR (Livox Mid-70).

The modified version of IC-VINS in [15] and LE-VINS in [9]
are employed for accuracy and efficiency comparison. The
inverse-depth parameterization [10] for visual landmarks is
adopted in IC-VINS and LE-VINS. The INS is initialized with
stationary conditions for the modified IC-VINS, the modified
LE-VINS, and the proposed PO-VINS. For convenience, PO-
VINS-WO denotes the proposed pose-only visual-inertial state
estimator without LIDAR enhancement. We use a max of 150
visual feature points and 10 IMU-preintegration factors in the
sliding window for these systems. They are all run on a desktop
PC (AMD CPU R7-3700X with 32 GB RAM, and NVIDIA
GPU RTX2060 with 6 GB RAM) under the framework of ROS.
The optical-flow algorithm is run on the NVIDIA GPU
RTX2060, while other processes are run on the CPU. We read
the ROS data bag rather than played the data bag to fully
evaluate the efficiency of the systems.

The absolute and relative pose errors [16] were adopted for
quantitative evaluation. Specifically, the relative error over the
sub-sequences of the length of 25m, 50m, 100m, and 200m are
employed to evaluate the short-term and long-term accuracy.

B. Evaluation of the Accuracy

1) Comparison of the Absolute Error

We calculate the absolute error of the four navigation
systems in the two large-scale datasets, as shown in Table I. For
pure VINS, PO-VINS-WO almost yields the same accuracy as
IC-VINS. The LiDAR-enhanced methods indicate improved
accuracy for PO-VINS and LE-VINS in Experiment-1, while
degraded accuracy in Experiment-2. Besides, PO-VINS
exhibits a larger translation error in Experiment-1, compared to
LE-VINS. As the visual-inertial estimator in IC-VINS or PO-
VINS has already achieved superior, the LiDAR-enhanced
method shows limited improvement in terms of absolute
accuracy [9]. Hence, the absolute error results are acceptable
for PO-VINS. All in all, the proposed pose-only LiDAR-
enhanced visual-inertial state estimator demonstrates nearly the
same accuracy compared to the conventional state estimator.
2) Comparison of the Relative Error

We further calculate the relative error to fully evaluate the
local consistency or robustness [17] of the proposed PO-VINS.
The relative rotation error (RRE) and the relative translation
error (RTE) are exhibited in Table II. The front end includes
feature detection, feature tracking, LiDAR-depth association,
and et. al. The back end, i.e. state estimator, includes the
sliding-windows optimization and marginalization. Compared
to IC-VINS, PO-VINS-WO indicates a larger short-term error
in terms of the RTEs of 25 m, especially in Experiment-1. The
LiDAR enhancement can significantly improve the short-term
accuracy for both LE-VINS and PO-VINS. Besides, PO-VINS
only exhibits a little larger relative error, especially for the
RTEs over 25 m. In conclusion, the pose-only visual-inertial

TABLEI
ABSOLUTE ROTATION AND ABSOLUTE TRANSLATION ERROR

ARE / ATE (deg / m)

Experiment-1 Experiment-2

IC-VINS 0.607/2.163 0.267 /1.128
LE-VINS 0.436/1.614 0.342/1.317
PO-VINS-WO 0.498 /2.115 0.327/1.088
PO-VINS 0.480/1.943 0.469/1.251

PO-VINS-WO denotes the proposed pose-only visual-inertial state estimator
without LIDAR enhancement.

TABLE II
RELATIVE ROTATION AND RELATIVE TRANSLATION ERROR
R(lzfg/ /}ﬁ/I)E 25m 50m 100 m 200 m
Experiment-1
IC-VINS 0.12/1.08 0.17/081  0.25/0.66  0.38/0.56
LE-VINS 0.11/0.66 0.15/0.62 0.22/0.57 0.37/0.53
PO-VINS-WO  0.12/1.40 0.17/1.07 0.25/0.83  0.40/0.67
PO-VINS 0.12/0.76  0.18/0.73  0.28/0.70  0.47/0.67
Experiment-2
IC-VINS 0.10/0.79 0.13/0.58 0.17/0.46  0.23/0.35
LE-VINS 0.10/0.46 0.12/0.40 0.17/036 0.25/0.31
PO-VINS-WO  0.11/0.87 0.15/0.67 0.21/0.52  0.27/0.39
PO-VINS 0.10/0.52 0.14/046 0.21/041 0.35/0.39

state estimator may result in poor robustness in terms of short-
term accuracy. Nevertheless, the proposed PO-VINS
demonstrates almost the same robustness compared to the
conventional state estimator with the LIDAR enhancement.

C. Evaluation of the Efficiency

As the motivation of this paper is to improve the
computational efficiency of the state estimator, we evaluate the
efficiency of the proposed PO-VINS. The running time and
running speed results are shown in Table III. The average time
of the front end is almost the same for the pose-only methods
and non-pose-only methods, as the differences for these
systems are mainly in the back end.

In terms of the state estimator, the running time of PO-VINS-
WO decreases by 53.5% and 52.6% in the two experiments,
compared to IC-VINS. The results are not unexpected, as the
state estimator is not large-scale in the sliding-window
optimizer. Specifically, there are 15* 11 = 165 dimensions of
the IMU states for the window size of 10, as the IMU states are
15 dimensions at each time node. However, there are usually
100~200 visual landmarks in the sliding window according to
our experience, when we detect a max of 150 feature points in
each image. In other words, if we use the inverse-depth
parameterization for visual landmarks, there are only 100~200
dimensions for visual landmarks. The visual-landmark states
are almost the same as IMU states, and occupy almost only a



TABLE III
RUNNING TIME AND RUNNING SPEED
Time Average Average R.unning Running

front end (ms)  back end (ms) Time (s) speed

Experiment-1 (1820 s)
IC-VINS 7.17 24.32 411 4.4x
LE-VINS 12.34 25.54 451 4.0x
PO-VINS-WO 7.16 11.31 331 5.5%
PO-VINS 12.11 19.14 409 4.5x

Experiment-2 (1805 s)
IC-VINS 7.29 22.92 408 4.4x
LE-VINS 12.19 24.19 446 4.1x
PO-VINS-WO 7.22 10.86 329 5.5%
PO-VINS 12.22 19.16 418 4.3x

The front end includes the feature detection, feature tracking, LiDAR-depth
association, and et. al. The back end, i.e. state estimator, includes the sliding-
windows optimization and marginalization.

half of the total states. Consequently, it is satisfied that the
computational complexity for the state estimator has decreased
by more than 50%.

Besides, the average back-end running time of PO-VINS
decreases by 25.1% and 20.8% compared to LE-VINS. By
incorporating the LiDAR depth, PO-VINS exhibits less
efficiency improvement compared to PO-VINS-WO. The result
is that the pose-only LiDAR-depth constraints are direct to the
pose states, but we have not refined the initial poses using the
LiDAR depth before conducting the FGO. Specifically, the
initial poses are obtained from the INS mechanization [9]. Such
inconsistency between the LIDAR depth and the initial poses
results in more iterations during the FGO. Adopting a pose-
refinement algorithm using the LIDAR depth, such as EPnP [18]
and FGO, may solve this problem and further improve
computational efficiency.

The running-speed results indicate that PO-VINS-WO can
run at 5.5x speeds, while 4.4x speeds for IC-VINS. With the
LiDAR enhancement, PO-VINS can also run at more than 4.3x
speeds and LE-VINS can almost run at 4.0x speeds. The results
demonstrate that the proposed pose-only state can significantly
improve computational efficiency.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

This study proposes an efficient pose-only LiDAR-enhanced
visual-inertial state estimator. We present a pose-only visual-
reprojection measurement model and a pose-only LIDAR-depth
measurement model in the VISE. The pose-only measurements
and the IMU measurements are tightly fused within the FGO
framework to perform a MAP estimation. Real-world
experiments indicate that the proposed PO-VINS achieve the
same accuracy compared to the conventional methods while
improving the computational efficiency notably. Specifically,
the computational complexity is reduced by more than 50% and

more than 20% for the proposed PO-VISE and the LiDAR-
enhanced PO-VISE, respectively.

The pose-only solution is implemented by using the camera
poses to implicitly represent the visual-landmark depth, and
thus the visual-landmark states can be removed from the state
estimator. The decreased dimensions in the state estimator
result in improved efficiency when solving the nonlinear
optimization problem. Though the pose-only representation has
been proven to be equivalent to the multiple-view geometry
theoretically, the impact of the outliers or biased observations
cannot be neglected. Such influences may be more significant
in visual complex environments. Consequently, the current
implementation of PO-VINS still should be improved a lot, and
the following issues should be considered.

1) A more appropriate and applicable visual outlier-
culling algorithm for pose-only solution. The current
implementation is based on the reprojection error,
which utilizes the visual-landmark depth or coordinates.
Hence, we have to adopt the depth-update formulation
in (18) to adapt such a reprojection-based outlier-
culling algorithm.

2) An initial pose refinement algorithm when
incorporating the LiDAR depth. As the pose-only
LiDAR-depth constraints are direct to the pose states,
the initial pose estimation must be refined to further
decrease the iterations and improve the efficiency.

3) A pose-only visual-reprojection implementation for the
visual landmarks with only two observations. The
current implementation must include more than three
observations for a visual landmark, mainly because of
the implementation using Ceres solver, resulting in a
loss of information.

Despite these addressed issues, the results of this study
indicate that the pose-only solution is efficient and applicable
for visual-inertial state estimation. Our work demonstrates that
the pose-only representation is meaningful for real-time visual-
inertial navigation, not just for offline 3D reconstruction.
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