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ICD-Net: Inertial Covariance Displacement Network
for Drone Visual-Inertial SLAM

Tali Orlev Shapira

Abstract—Visual-inertial SLAM systems often exhibit subopti-
mal performance due to multiple confounding factors including
imperfect sensor calibration, noisy measurements, rapid motion
dynamics, low illumination, and the inherent limitations of
traditional inertial navigation integration methods. These issues
are particularly problematic in drone applications where robust
and accurate state estimation is critical for safe autonomous
operation. In this work, we present ICD-Net, a novel framework
that enhances visual-inertial SLAM performance by learning to
process raw inertial measurements and generating displacement
estimates with associated uncertainty quantification. Rather than
relying on analytical inertial sensor models that struggle with
real-world sensor imperfections, our method directly extracts
displacement maps from sensor data while simultaneously pre-
dicting measurement covariances that reflect estimation con-
fidence. We integrate ICD-Net outputs as additional residual
constraints into the VINS-Fusion optimization framework (a
visual-inertial SLAM approach), where the predicted uncer-
tainties appropriately weight the neural network contributions
relative to traditional visual and inertial terms. The learned
displacement constraints provide complementary information
that compensates for various sources of errors in the SLAM
pipeline. Our approach can be used under both normal operating
conditions and in situations of camera inconsistency or visual
degradation. Experimental evaluation of challenging high-speed
drone sequences demonstrated that our approach significantly
improved trajectory estimation accuracy compared to standard
VINS-Fusion, with more than 38% improvement in mean APE
and uncertainty estimates proving crucial for maintaining system
robustness. Our method shows that neural network enhancement
can effectively address multiple sources of SLAM degradation
while maintaining real-time performance requirements.

I. INTRODUCTION

UTONOMOUS navigation systems for unmanned aerial

vehicles (UAVs) rely heavily on accurate state esti-
mation to ensure safe and reliable operation. Visual-inertial
simultaneous localization and mapping (SLAM) approaches
have emerged as a dominant paradigm, combining comple-
mentary information from cameras and inertial measurement
units (IMUs) to achieve robust pose estimation across di-
verse environments [I]-[4]. Recent comprehensive surveys
have highlighted both the evolution and ongoing challenges
in visual SLAM systems [5], [6]. High-fidelity simulation
platforms for integrated aerial systems have been developed to
facilitate research in control, perception, and learning for these
challenging scenarios [7]. However, achieving optimal SLAM
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performance in real-world conditions remains challenging
due to multiple confounding factors including sensor noise,
calibration imperfections, rapid motion dynamics, and the
fundamental limitations of sensor fusion algorithms. Modern
SLAM systems face particular difficulties when operating with
low-cost sensors in high-dynamic scenarios. IMU integration,
which relies on numerical integration of specific force and
angular velocity measurements, is inherently susceptible to
noise amplification and drift accumulation [8], [9]. These
problems are compounded by imperfect sensor calibration,
time synchronization errors, and the complex noise charac-
teristics of consumer-grade inertial sensors [10], [11]. Modern
approaches have attempted to address these limitations through
multi-sensor fusion strategies [12], enhanced computational
frameworks [13], and deep-learning approaches [14]. In drone
applications, where platforms can experience multi-g acceler-
ations and rapid orientation changes, these limitations often
manifest as tracking failures and divergent state estimates that
compromise system reliability. The severity of these challenges
becomes apparent when evaluating SLAM systems on de-
manding datasets such as UZH-FPV [15], where high-speed
drone flights with aggressive maneuvers expose the weak-
nesses of traditional sensor fusion approaches. Even state-of-
the-art systems like VINS-Fusion [16], ORB-SLAM3 [17],
and others struggle to maintain consistent performance un-
der such extreme conditions, highlighting the need for more
robust integration methods that can handle real-world sensor
imperfections and dynamic motion patterns. Recent advances
in deep learning [18], [19] have demonstrated the potential for
neural networks to learn complex sensor models and improve
state estimation in robotics applications [20]-[22]. Learning-
based approaches for IMU processing and calibration have
shown promise in addressing sensor imperfections [23], [24],
while hybrid visual SLAM frameworks have demonstrated im-
proved performance in challenging environments [25]. Rather
than relying on analytical models of sensor behavior, learning-
based approaches can adapt to specific sensor characteristics
and operational conditions. Previous works that have attempted
neural network-based IMU processing include TLIO [26],
RNIN-VIO [27], and IONet [28]. However, these approaches
are primarily based on pedestrian and smartphone data, focus-
ing on human motion patterns that differ significantly from
the high-dynamic maneuvers characteristic of drone flight [29].
Most other existing work focuses on improving visual process-
ing or end-to-end learning, with limited attention to enhancing
IMU integration for UAV applications while maintaining the
proven optimization frameworks of established SLAM sys-
tems.
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Standard visual-inertial SLAM systems often struggle with
imperfect inertial sensor calibration, noisy measurements, and
environmental conditions that influence the inertial readings.
In addition, in poor lightning conditions and rapid motion dy-
namics, degradation in the vision part performance is evident.
To address these limitations, we propose ICD-Net, a novel
neural network approach that directly processes raw inertial
measurements to estimate the displacement vector with its
associated uncertainty quantification. Unlike analytical models
that struggle with real-world sensor imperfections, ICD-Net
learns to extract displacement information while simultane-
ously predicting measurement covariances that reflect estima-
tion confidence. Our method complements standard inertial
preintegration by providing learned displacement constraints
that capture complex sensor dynamics and noise patterns
beyond what conventional models can represent. The ICD-
Net outputs are integrated as additional residual constraints
into the VINS-Fusion optimization framework, where the pre-
dicted uncertainties appropriately weight the neural network
contributions relative to standard visual and inertial terms.
Our key contributions are:

1) ICD-Net: A two-heads neural network architecture that
learns displacement estimation from inertial sensor data
with uncertainty quantification.

2) Enhanced VINS-Fusion: A graph optimization inte-
gration strategy that incorporates learned inertial sen-
sor constraints into existing VINS-Fusion optimization
frameworks.

3) Robustness To Camera Inconsistency: As our ap-
proach leverages inertial constraints to maintain per-
formance during visual data loss, it offers substantial
robustness to camera inconsistencies and camera black-
outs. The inertial constraints act as a reliable backup,
allowing the system to operate smoothly and provide
a continuous, accurate state estimate. This mitigates
inertial drift and makes the overall system more accurate
and robust.

To validate our approach, we employed the UZH-FPV dataset,
which contains challenging high-speed drone sequences. Our
results show that the proposed method overcomes the short-
comings of VINS-Fusion during aggressive flight maneuvers,
while preserving real-time computational efficiency. This is
particularly vital for high-speed drones, where visual data
degrades due to motion blur, making reliable IMU integration
crucial for stable pose estimation.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section II
presents the proposed approach - the ICD-Net and the VINS-
Fusion integration, Section III provides dataset information
and analysis of the results, and Section IV concludes this study.

II. PROPOSED APPROACH
A. Motivation

Visual-inertial SLAM systems face fundamental challenges
when deployed on UAV platforms. The six-degree-of-freedom
motion characteristic of aerial vehicles-unconstrained rotation
and translation in 3D space-creates conditions that systemati-
cally stress the sensing modalities. Unlike ground robots with

planar motion constraints, UAVs exhibit unpredictable and
highly dynamic trajectories including rapid rotations, sudden
directional changes, and varying velocities. These motion
patterns degrade camera measurements through motion blur
and feature tracking failures while amplifying noise in the
low-cost IMUs typically used on drones. During high-speed
flights, this challenge becomes particularly acute as camera
performance degrades significantly, while the system must rely
heavily on IMU measurements for state estimation.

Existing approaches struggle to handle these varying condi-
tions due to rapid inertial drift and their reliance on fixed
noise models. Conventional pre-integration methods assume
static noise characteristics, failing to account for how measure-
ment uncertainty varies across different flight conditions-stable
hovering versus aggressive maneuvers produce fundamentally
different error profiles. This leads to suboptimal sensor weight-
ing during optimization, where the system treats all IMU
measurements with the same assumed noise level regardless
of the actual motion context that produced them.

Our approach addresses these challenges by using neural
networks to learn the relationship between raw IMU measure-
ments and the platform displacement vector while simultane-
ously predicting measurement uncertainties. This data-driven
method can adapt to specific sensor noise characteristics and
motion patterns, providing uncertainty estimates that reflect
actual measurement reliability rather than fixed theoretical
models. By enabling motion-aware uncertainty quantification,
our method allows the SLAM optimization framework to
appropriately weight IMU constraints based on their current
reliability under both normal operating conditions and situa-
tions of camera inconsistency or visual degradation.

B. Method Overview

Figure 1 illustrates the complete pipeline of our proposed sys-
tem. The process begins with ICD-Net, a neural network that
receives raw IMU measurements and outputs both displace-
ment predictions and their associated covariance estimates.
We first train this network on the training dataset to learn the
relationship between IMU measurements and platform motion
across various flight conditions. After training, the system
operates in real-time by incorporating ICD-Net’s outputs of
the test dataset into the VINS-Fusion optimization framework.
For each test sequence, ICD-Net processes the incoming IMU
measurements and feeds its predictions to the VINS-Fusion
optimization.

We extend the VINS-Fusion optimization cost function with
two additional factors, highlighted in red in the figure:
LNespeed aNd Lgmoothness: The speed  constraint, which is
weighted by the predicted covariances, encourages the net-
work to produce displacement estimates that align with ex-
pected motion dynamics. The smoothness term prevents abrupt
changes in uncertainty predictions that could destabilize the
optimization. In the following subsections, we elaborate on
each component of our proposed approach.

C. Neural Network Architecture

Our proposed neural network, ICD-Net, illustrated in Figure
2, processes raw IMU measurements to estimate platform
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Fig. 1. Enhanced VINS-Fusion framework with our proposed modifications.
We introduce ICD-Net for learning displacement and uncertainty estimates
from inertial data, and augment the VINS-Fusion optimization with addi-
tional neural network-based loss terms (highlighted in red): LnN.gpeea and
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displacement and predict associated measurement uncertainty.
Let f, € R3 and w; € R3 denote the measured specific force
vector and angular velocity vector at time ¢, respectively. For a
window of T' consecutive measurements, the input sequences
are:

F = [f,f,...,fr] € R¥>T (1)
Q= [wy,wo,...,wr| € R3*T )

The network learns a mapping fg : R3*7 x R3*7 — R3 x R3
that produces displacement and uncertainty estimates for the
entire window:

(d,0?) = f4(F,Q) 3)

where d = [d,,dy,d.]" € R? is the predicted displacement
vector and o2 = [02,02,02]" € R? is the corresponding
predicted variance vector, reflecting the uncertainty of the
displacement vector.

The key challenge is learning this mapping such that the
predicted displacement d accurately reflects the true motion
while the uncertainty estimates o2 provide reliable confidence
measures for integration into the VINS-Fusion optimization
framework.

1) Network Structure: The network takes as input one-
second windows of IMU data, consisting of 7 samples.
Accelerometer f € R3*T and gyroscope w € R3*T mea-
surements are fed as separate input channels. The architecture
consists of three main components:

Feature Extraction: Separate 1D convolutional layers process
accelerometer and gyroscope data independently to capture
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Fig. 2. The ICD-Net architecture uses two heads to process the inertial
readings and output the displacement and covariance estimates.

temporal patterns in the sensor measurements:

c; = ConvlD(f) 4)
¢, = ConviD(w) (5)

Each convolutional branch uses kernel size 2, stride 2, and
produces 7 feature channels, followed by LeakyReLU [30]
activation and dropout for regularization. The raw IMU data
is also preserved and concatenated with the extracted features
to maintain fine-grained sensor information.

Feature Fusion: The flattened convolutional features and raw
sensor data are concatenated and processed through fully-
connected layers with layer normalization:

h = FCy(FC, ([c; cu; ;w])) ©)

Dual-Head Output: The fused features are fed into two
separate decoder heads:

Vpred = VelocityDecoder(h) € RZ 3 (7)
log 0% = LogVarDecoder(h) € R3 (8)

The velocity decoder produces T'/2 velocity predictions, which
are integrated to obtain the final displacement over the one-
second window:

T/2

dp'r'ed = va'r'ed,i <At )

i=1
where vr.q,; is the predicted velocity vector at time 7, dpreq
is the predicted displacement vector, and At is the output
sampling interval.
The log-variance decoder produces window-level uncertainty
estimates logo2, logoy, logo? for each spatial axis. The
network outputs log-variance to naturally enforce positivity
constraints and to provide better gradient stability during
training. The final variances are obtained via exponentiation.

2) Loss Function: We employ a physics-informed loss
function that combines displacement accuracy, motion smooth-

ness, and uncertainty calibration:
Liotal = Lpgse + /Blcreg + 'YLNLL (10)

where a, 3, and vy are weighting coefficients that balance the
three loss components. Next, we define each of the loss terms



in Eq.(10).
Base Loss: Combines L1 displacement loss with velocity
smoothness regularization:

Lbase = ”dpred - dGTHl
500 2
7ed red t—1
+ Asmooth Z p A: [ ] (1 1)
2

where dgr € R? is the ground truth displacement, Ag,00th
is the smoothness weight, and At = 0.002 seconds.
Negative Log-Likelihood Loss: A critical aspect of our
approach is training the network to produce meaningful uncer-
tainty estimates 2. Since ground truth uncertainty values are
not available in the training data, we employ a negative log-
likelihood (NLL) loss term that treats the predicted variances
as parameters of a probabilistic model. Specifically, we model
the prediction error as a multivariate Gaussian distribution:

3
(dgt k — dp’red k)2
d _ _ > )
( gt‘ preds T 1;[ 27T0'k ( 2(7%
(12)

The negative log-likelihood loss becomes:

- lOg p(dgt | dpreda 0'2)

3
1 Z (dgt.k — dprear)?
2 {log oh+ 021’

k=1 k

Lyrr =

+ 1og(27r)}
13)

where k € {x,y,z} indexes the spatial dimensions. This
formulation encourages the network to predict small variances
o? when prediction errors are small, and large variances
when errors are large, effectively learning to calibrate its own
confidence. The NLL loss ensures that the variance outputs
represent genuine uncertainty rather than arbitrary values,
making them suitable for weighting constraints in the SLAM
optimization process.

Regularization Loss: Prevents extreme uncertainty estimates
through per-axis L2 regularization:

ﬁreg = Z )\reg,k‘(IOg leg)Q
k

(14)

where A4 is the regularization weight for axis £ and J,%
is the predicted variance for the corresponding spatial axis.
The log-variance outputs are clamped to [logc2,;,,,logc2,,.]
to ensure numerical stability. This multi-term loss function
ensures that the network learns both accurate displacement
predictions and reliable uncertainty estimates, which are
crucial for proper weighting in the VINS-Fusion optimization
framework.

3) Optimization Strategy: The training process for our
network utilizes a robust optimization strategy that combines
the AdamW optimizer [3 1] with a ReduceLROnPlateau sched-
uler [32]. This two-pronged approach ensures both stable
convergence and efficient fine-tuning of the model parameters.
We employed the AdamW optimizer, a modern variant of the
widely used Adam algorithm, which decouples the weight
decay from the gradient update to enhance training stability

and improve generalization. The optimizer was configured
with a learning rate of 0.002 and a weight decay of 1 x 1072,
To dynamically adjust the learning rate and prevent overfitting,
we utilized a ReduceLROnPlateau scheduler. This scheduler
monitors a performance metric (e.g., validation loss) and
automatically reduces the learning rate by a factor of 0.5 if
the metric plateaus for a patience of 10 epochs. This adaptive
mechanism allows for aggressive learning early in training and
a more refined search for the optimal solution as the model
converges.

The network was trained over a total of 300 epochs, with
a staged approach to the loss function hyperparameters. The
training was conducted in two distinct phases to optimize the
network’s performance. During the initial 100 epochs, which
served as a warm-up phase, the following hyperparameters
were employed for the loss function (10):

=0,

For the subsequent 200 epochs, the training continued with an
updated set of hyperparameters, specifically introducing non-
zero values for § and ~ to modify the loss behavior:

a=1, Agmooth =5 x 1075, y=0 (15)

a=1, Amooth =5x10"% B=01, y=8 (16)

D. Integration with VINS-Fusion

We adopt VINS-Fusion as our backbone framework primarily
due to its graph optimization approach, which provides certain
advantages for integrating neural network predictions. We note
that similar integration could be achieved with filter-based
methods such as OpenVINS [33] and ROVIO [34].
VINS-Fusion’s sliding window bundle adjustment optimizes
over a history of poses and landmarks, allowing the system to
refine past state estimates when new neural network predic-
tions become available. Its factor graph formulation allows us
to add the neural network displacement residuals as additional
constraints in the Ceres Solver optimization [35], where auto-
matic differentiation handles all derivative computations. This
approach naturally accommodates the uncertainty estimates
from our neural network by directly incorporating predicted
covariances as information matrices for the neural network
residuals. The optimization framework automatically balances
these learned constraints against standard IMU pre-integration
factors and visual reprojection errors based on their relative
uncertainties.

VINS-Fusion has demonstrated robust performance on chal-
lenging datasets and maintains a real-time operation suitable
for drone applications. The system’s ability to jointly optimize
visual and inertial measurements over multiple time steps
provides significant resilience to aggressive maneuvers.

Our integration approach adds two types of residual terms
to the VINS-Fusion optimization problem. The complete cost
function becomes:

L= Evisual + EIMU + £margin + ENN»speed + Esmoothness (17)

where Lyisua and Lpyu are the original visual reprojection
and IMU pre-integration terms, respectively, Lmargin represents
marginalization priors from the sliding window optimization,



and Lnnespeed and Lgmoothness are our neural network-derived
constraints defined below.

Neural Network Velocity Constraint: Our neural network
processes IMU measurements acquired between consecutive
keyframes i and j to predict displacement dyy’ and associated
covariance Xiy. We derive a velocity estimate from this
prediction:

VAN = d;&j (18)
NN — At

where At is the time interval between keyframes. This
network-derived velocity serves as an additional constraint
in the VINS-Fusion optimization, encouraging its velocity
estimate V{,INS to remain consistent with the neural network
prediction. We incorporate this constraint through the follow-
ing residual term:

LNN-vel = Z HV{}INS - V%\INH?}:&CI {19)

3

where Qf,el is the information matrix derived from the neural
network’s predicted covariance. The information matrix is the
inverse of the covariance matrix, which ensures that mea-
surements with lower uncertainty (higher confidence) receive
higher weight in the optimization, and vice versa. Since
velocity is obtained by differentiating position, we model the
velocity uncertainty as:

(20)

1 1
I )
ONN,z ONN,y 9NN,z

where o3y , are the diagonal elements of the neural network’s
predicted covariance matrix for each axis k € {z,y,z}.

Note that while we directly constrain the velocity estimates in
VINS, this optimization naturally affects the position estimates
since positions are integrated from velocities over the sliding
window, and the bundle adjustment jointly optimizes all state
variables including poses, velocities, and biases.

Velocity Smoothness Constraint: To regularize the velocity
estimates and prevent unrealistic acceleration spikes, we add a
smoothness constraint that penalizes large changes in velocity
between consecutive frames:

. 1
Q.. = diag ( 5

‘ 2
1+1 i
V —V
Esmoolhness = Z —VINS VIS (21)
, At
? Qaccc]
This term  constrains the  implied  acceleration

a’ = (vi*t! — v¥)/At to remain within reasonable bounds,
and the diagonal information matrix, 2., allows moderate
accelerations while penalizing extreme values. Both residual
terms are implemented as Ceres cost functions with automatic
differentiation, allowing the optimization to jointly refine
visual landmarks, IMU biases, and pose estimates while
satisfying the neural network-derived motion constraints.

III. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS
A. Dataset

We evaluate our approach on the UZH-FPV dataset, which
provides challenging high-speed drone flight sequences specif-
ically designed to test the limits of visual-inertial SLAM

systems. The dataset features aggressive maneuvers, rapid
accelerations, and high-dynamic motion that are characteristic
of agile UAV operations, making it particularly suitable for
evaluating our neural network-based IMU integration method.
The UZH-FPV dataset contains synchronized monocular cam-
era images and IMU measurements from a Davis event cam-
era’s integrated IMU recorded at 1000 Hz, along with ground
truth trajectories obtained from a motion capture system. The
sequences include various challenging scenarios such as rapid
direction changes, aggressive banking maneuvers, and high-
speed forward flight that cause significant motion blur and
feature tracking difficulties for conventional SLAM systems.
For our experiments, we utilize the raw IMU measurements
(accelerometer and gyroscope data) and ground truth trajectory
information. The ground truth trajectories serve as supervision
for training our neural network and as reference for quantita-
tive evaluation of trajectory estimation accuracy.

We used 16 trajectories from the dataset that contain ground
truth data, with a total duration of 618.97 seconds. We
designate three sequences for testing: indoor forward 3 (49.5
seconds), indoor forward 6 (30.2 seconds), and indoor forward
9 (28.8 seconds). Our experimental setup consists of two
stages: network training and full system evaluation (network
testing integrated with VINS-Fusion).

For network training, we address the limited data availability
by splitting each of the 16 trajectories into three equal chunks.
From the three test sequences, we reserve for test two consecu-
tive chunks each (the first two-thirds), ensuring representation
from all trajectories while increasing dataset diversity. This
splitting strategy yields 546.64 seconds of training data and
72.33 seconds of test data for the network.

For full system evaluation, we run VINS-Fusion on the
complete, unsplit versions of the three test sequences (108.6
seconds total). ICD-Net predictions are only available for the
first two-thirds of each sequence-corresponding to the chunks
used during network testing.

B. Data Preprocessing

Coordinate Frame Alignment: The UZH-FPV dataset pro-
vides ground truth in world coordinates (17), while the VINS-
Fusion system operates in its own coordinate frame (SLAM),
which is determined during its initialization process. Since the
dataset does not provide IMU-to-World calibration parameters,
we estimate the alignment transformation Ry, g1 4p using
the available ground truth rotation data. Note that this process
would not be necessary given a fixed calibration between IMU
and world coordinates.

During the initialization phase, we collect rotation matrices
R, o (from dataset ground truth) and R% 0 s
(from VINS-Fusion optimization) at multiple time instances.
The alignment rotation is computed using Procrustes analysis
by constructing the matrix:

M = Z RivuospamRET 1 (22)
k
We then apply SVD decomposition to M:
Ry spam = USVT (23)



where S = diag(1,1,det(UVT)) ensures proper rotation.
Bootstrap Phase: Since neural network predictions represent
displacements, an initial position reference is required. During
the first second (first 10 samples at 10 Hz), we use SLAM
position estimates as anchors:

. 10 ‘
where p5;'4,; is the SLAM position one second ago,
Aplyy is the neural network displacement prediction, and
Ry sran is the alignment rotation matrix.

Transition to Pure Neural Network: After collecting 10 sam-
ples, the system transitions to using neural network positions
as anchors:
‘ 10 .
Pyy =Pyy +Rwosranm - Apyn (25)
This maintains a continuous sliding window of neural network
positions that are used later in the optimization.

C. Evaluation Metrics

The evaluation employs several complementary error metrics
to characterize both accuracy and reliability of predictions.

1) ICD-Net Prediction Metrics: To assess the neural net-
work’s position prediction accuracy, we compute per-axis
errors for each dimension k € {z,y, z}. The mean absolute
error (MAE) is defined as:

N
1 R
MAE,;, = N Z_; ’pi,k - pi,k| (26)
and the median absolute error (MedAE) is:
MedAE;, = median;—1 . v ( |pix — pik|) 27)

where p; ;. represents the network’s predicted position, p; j is
the ground truth position, and N is the number of samples.
In addition to per-axis metrics, overall trajectory errors are
assessed using the 3D Euclidean distance:

ei = ||pi — pil|, (28)

from which the overall MAE and overall MedAE are obtained:

N
1
Overall MAE = — ; e (29)
Overall MedAE = median;—1 . n(e;) (30)

2) VINS-Fusion Trajectory Metrics: For evaluating the
complete VINS-Fusion system’s trajectory estimation perfor-
mance, we employ the absolute pose error (APE) metric from
the evo trajectory evaluation toolkit [36], a standard tool for
trajectory evaluation in SLAM systems. The APE measures the
Euclidean distance between the SLAM-estimated trajectory
and ground truth trajectory at each timestep:

APE; = ||p; — pill2 3D

where p; is the VINS-Fusion system’s estimated position and
p: is the ground truth position at timestep ¢. The mean and
maximum APE are computed as:

N
1
APEpcn = - ; APE; (32)
APE .« = _max APE; (33)

Note that while overall MAE (29) and APE, .., (32) are
mathematically equivalent (both compute mean 3D Euclidean
distance), they are applied to different system components: the
former evaluates ICD-Net prediction accuracy, while the latter
assesses complete VINS-Fusion trajectory performance.

D. ICD-Net Results

The proposed neural network architecture outputs displace-
ment vectors and associated covariance matrices over 1-second
prediction windows. For this evaluation, the network was
executed at 1 Hz frequency to enable cumulative displacement
integration for absolute position reconstruction. The uncer-
tainty quantification presented as *lo confidence intervals
(standard deviation sleeves) represents the propagated covari-
ance estimates from the network outputs, plotted around the
computed position trajectories. Three distinct test sequences
were employed to evaluate the network performance, en-
compassing trajectories of varying complexity and temporal
characteristics. The evaluation compares predicted trajectories
against ground truth data, with uncertainty bounds derived
from the network’s covariance predictions.

The evaluation employs the complementary error metrics
defined in Section III-C. Table I presents the quantitative
performance of ICD-Net across three test sequences, demon-
strating the method’s capability using only inertial sensor
readings. The results show that sequence ind_frw_9 achieves
the best overall performance with an MAE of 2.16m and
MedAE of 1.99m. Across all sequences, the Z-axis exhibits
the strongest performance with MAE values ranging from
0.44m to 0.68m, followed by the Y-axis (0.95m to 1.31m
MAE). The X-axis shows higher errors (1.53m to 3.04m
MAE), with sequences ind_frw_3, ind_frw_6 presenting more
challenging dynamics that result in overall MAE values of
3.47m and 3.55m respectively. The consistently lower median
errors compared to mean errors across all axes indicate that
the error distribution is skewed by occasional larger deviations
rather than systematic bias.

Figure 3 illustrates the predicted trajectories derived solely
from inertial sensor data, with their associated covariance
sleeves compared against the ground truth along the z, v,
and z axes for each test sequence. The visualizations reveal
that the predicted poses closely follow the ground truth
references across all dimensions, successfully capturing both
global trajectory structure and local motion variations. The y
axis demonstrates particularly tight tracking with predictions
consistently within the confidence bounds across all sequences.
The z axis, while showing reasonable tracking of the overall
trajectory pattern, exhibits less accuracy with predictions occa-
sionally deviating from the ground truth, though they generally
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TABLE I
ICD-NET DISPLACEMENT PREDICTION ERRORS ACROSS TEST SEQUENCES.

. MAE (m) MedAE (m) Overall Metrics
Trajectory
X Y Z X Y Z MAE (m) MedAE (m)
ind_frw_6 290 1.31 0.44 132 0.74 0.31 3.47 1.85
ind_frw_3 3.04 1.14 0.57 1.75 1.14 0.53 3.55 2.48
ind_frw_9 1.53 095 0.68 1.18 0.78 0.89 2.16 1.99
Average [[ 249 113 056 [[ 142 089 058 || 3.06 2.11
remain within the uncertainty sleeves. The x axis shows more TABLE II

variation, particularly visible as lag in certain segments, though
the predictions still track the overall trajectory pattern.

These results demonstrate that ICD-Net, utilizing only inertial
sensor readings, achieves robust pose estimation capabilities
under diverse motion conditions with well-calibrated uncer-
tainty estimates. This performance is particularly significant
as the method can operate as a standalone inertial odometry
system or be integrated into visual-inertial frameworks such as
VINS-Fusion, providing reliable pose estimates with meaning-
ful confidence measures in scenarios where visual data may
be degraded or temporarily unavailable.

E. VINS-Fusion Results

We evaluated the performance of our approach by computing
APE measures (31)—(33) on three sequences using the evo
toolkit. The evaluation compares ground truth trajectories
against VINS-Fusion odometry outputs, with results summa-
rized in Table II. Our modifications demonstrate substantial
improvements across all three datasets, with APE reductions
ranging from 12.3% to 67.9%. The most dramatic enhance-
ment is observed in indoor_forward_6, illustrated in Figure 4,
where both maximum and mean APE values decreased by over
65%. These results indicate that despite imperfect network
performance, our approach provides meaningful corrections

VINS-FUSION APE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION RESULTS.

Baseline ICD-Net (ours) Improvement

Trajectory Max  Mean Max Mean Max Mean
[m] [m] [m] [m] [%] [%]

ind_frw_6 10.73 5.30 3.70 1.70 65.5% 67.9%
ind_frw_3 8.52 3.11 3.68 1.98 56.8% 36.3%
ind_frw_9 9.55 5.35 8.67 4.69 9.2% 12.3%
Average || 96 459 [ 535 279 [[ 4383% 38.83%

that substantially enhance VINS-Fusion accuracy. The consis-
tent improvements across diverse test scenarios validate the
robustness of our method and its potential for practical visual-
inertial odometry applications.

F. Camera Inconsistency

To further demonstrate ICD-Net’s robustness, we evaluate
performance under challenging conditions by introducing pe-
riods of camera occlusion (black frames) in our test datasets.
This simulates featureless environments that pose significant
challenges to visual SLAM systems. During these occlusion
periods, the SLAM algorithm continues to receive image
data and perform optimization, generating odometry estimates
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Fig. 4. indoor_forward_6 trajectory comparison. The baseline is standard VINS-Fusion, while the ICD-Net framework is VINS-Fusion after integrating our
network’s predictions. Dashed lines represent ground truth trajectories, while colored lines show VINS-Fusion estimates. The results demonstrate significant

performance improvement with reduced errors.

TABLE III
VINS-FUSION APE PERFORMANCE ON CAMERA INCONSISTENCY BAGS.

Baseline ICD-Net (ours) Improvement

Trajectory Max Mean Max Mean Max Mean
[m] [m] [m] [m] [%] [%]

ind_frw_6 14.95 9.45 11.43 6.78 23.5% 28.2%
ind_frw_3 311.95  190.29 5.95 3.12 98.0%  98.3%
ind_frw_9 42.65 19.19 14.19 8.57 66.7%  55.3%
Average [[ 12318 7298 [[ 1052 616 || 627% 60.6%

without awareness that the visual information is degraded or
entirely absent. This evaluation scenario is particularly relevant
as it represents real-world conditions where visual features
may be temporarily unavailable due to lighting conditions,
occlusions, or environmental factors. The ability to maintain
tracking accuracy during such periods is crucial for robust
visual-inertial odometry systems, as feature-based methods
often struggle when visual information becomes unreliable or
insufficient for pose estimation. We simulated these conditions
by removing between 4 to 7 seconds of data from the camera’s
bag file, substituting the original images with black frames.
This time interval was chosen to produce measurable effects in
the system’s behavior. The results of VINS-Fusion integrated
with our ICD-Net are summarized in Table III. As can be
seen, our approach maintains substantial improvements even
under these adverse conditions, with average APE reductions
of 62.7% (maximum) and 60.6% (mean). In particular, in-
door_forward_3 showed exceptional resilience with an error
reduction of more than 98%. Without the ICD-Net, the system
completely lost track and experienced severe drift during the
visual blackout period, while with our approach the trajectory
maintains consistent tracking as demonstrated in Figure 5.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

This paper introduced ICD-Net, a novel neural network ap-
proach that enhances visual-inertial SLAM performance by
learning displacement estimates, with associated uncertainty
quantification, directly from raw inertial measurements. Our
method addresses fundamental limitations of analytical inertial
sensor models that struggle with real-world imperfections
including calibration errors, sensor noise, and rapid motion
dynamics. The key innovation lies in ICD-Net’s ability to
extract meaningful displacement information while simulta-
neously predicting measurement covariances that reflect es-
timation confidence. By integrating these learned constraints
as additional residual terms in the VINS-Fusion optimization
framework, our approach provides complementary information
that compensates for various sources of error in the SLAM
pipeline.

Beyond its integration with visual-inertial SLAM, ICD-Net
demonstrates effectiveness as a standalone inertial odometry
system. When operating purely on IMU measurements without
visual input, the network provides displacement estimates with
associated uncertainties. This inertial-only mode provides a
viable fallback solution during extended visual denial periods
and validates that the network genuinely learns meaningful
motion representations rather than merely fitting visual-inertial
correlations. Furthermore, this capability enables deployment
as a standalone inertial navigation component, allowing the
system to operate independently without requiring a camera
in the setup.

Experimental validation on challenging high-speed drone se-
quences demonstrates substantial performance improvements
over standard VINS-Fusion, with average APE reductions of
43.83% for maximum error and 38.83% for mean error across
diverse test scenarios. Critically, our method maintains ro-
bustness under adverse conditions, as evidenced by consistent
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indoor_forward_3 trajectory with camera inconsistency for the (a) baseline and (b) our ICD-Net framework. The baseline VINS-Fusion produces

trajectories that bear no resemblance to the ground truth circular path. The ICD-Net integrated system successfully retains circular motion patterns and remains

within the ground truth operational area.

tracking performance during complete visual blackout peri-
ods where traditional approaches suffer catastrophic failure.
The uncertainty quantification component proves essential for
system robustness, enabling appropriate weighting of neural
network contributions relative to traditional visual and inertial
terms. This demonstrates that learned displacement constraints
can effectively complement existing SLAM frameworks with-
out compromising real-time performance requirements.

A key strength of our ICD-Net approach lies in its versatility
and broad applicability beyond the graph-based SLAM frame-
work demonstrated in this work. The neural network’s ability
to provide displacement estimates and uncertainty quantifi-
cation from raw IMU measurements makes it suitable for
integration into various state estimation frameworks, including
Kalman filter-based SLAM systems, extended Kalman filters
for localization tasks, and other probabilistic estimation ap-
proaches that benefit from adaptive sensor weighting.

While our approach shows promising results, several limita-
tions should be acknowledged. The ICD-Net was trained on
a specific drone dataset, and the learned representations may
not generalize well to other platforms with different sensor
characteristics or motion dynamics. However, this limitation is
partially mitigated by the relatively modest data requirements -
the network achieved good performance with only 11 minutes
of total training data, from a challenging dataset containing
aggressive flight maneuvers, suggesting that users can feasi-
bly collect and train on their own platform-specific datasets.
Training requires ground truth trajectory data, which can be
challenging to obtain without GNSS outdoors or alternative
positioning systems indoors.

Our results validate that neural network enhancement offers
a practical pathway for addressing multiple sources of SLAM
degradation simultaneously. Our approach provides significant
value to the SLAM community by leveraging the widely-

adopted sensor fusion paradigm of camera and IMU integra-
tion, utilizing IMU data that is standard across most robotic
platforms, and offering straightforward integration into exist-
ing SLAM pipelines with minimal architectural modifications.
Additionally, the focus on drone applications addresses one of
the most challenging domains for SLAM systems, where rapid
motion, aggressive maneuvers, and dynamic environmental
conditions continuously test the limits of localization accuracy.
Future work will focus on extending ICD-Net and exploring
its applicability to other SLAM frameworks beyond VINS-
Fusion, with the ultimate goal of enabling more reliable au-
tonomous navigation in challenging real-world environments.
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