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Abstract— We present KM-ViPE (Knowledge Mapping Video
Pose Engine), a real-time open-vocabulary SLAM framework
for uncalibrated monocular cameras in dynamic environments.
Unlike systems requiring depth sensors and offline calibration,
KM-VIiPE operates directly on raw RGB streams, making
it ideal for ego-centric applications and harvesting internet-
scale video data for training. KM-ViPE tightly couples DINO
visual features with geometric constraints through a high-level
features based adaptive robust kernel that handles both moving
objects and movable static objects (e.g., moving furniture in
ego-centric views). The system performs simultaneous online
localization and open-vocabulary semantic mapping by fusing
geometric and deep visual features aligned with language
embeddings. Our results are competitive with state-of-the-art
approaches, while existing solutions either operate offline, need
depth data and/or odometry estimation, or lack dynamic scene
robustness. KM-ViPE benefits from internet-scale training and
uniquely combines online operation, uncalibrated monocular
input, and robust handling of dynamic scenes, which makes it
a good fit for autonomous robotics and AR/VR applications and
adgances practical spatial intelligence capabilities for embodied
AL,

I. INTRODUCTION

Conventional SLAM systems focus on reconstruction and
localization using geometric primitives such as points, lines,
and planes [1], [2], [3]. While effective in many settings,
these systems capture only geometric scene representations
and also degrade in dynamic environments, where moving
objects confound data association across frames. With recent
developments of general-purpose robots, spatial context-
aware navigation in diverse environments is crucial. Open-
vocabulary semantic perception enables it by allowing for
interpretation beyond fixed taxonomies [4], which improves
reasoning behind interaction. Yet, integrating rich semantics
into SLAM without sacrificing real-time performance under
scene dynamics remains a challenge.

In addition, training navigation policies solely from cu-
rated robot logs constrains coverage, diversity, and long-
tail phenomena. In contrast, Internet-scale videos, especially
ego-centric data, expose agents to vast scene layouts, object
appearances, and human activities in both indoor and outdoor
environments, yielding visual priors that can be transferred to
embodied control [5], [6]. However, real world environments
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Fig. 1. KM-ViPE: a real-time open-vocabulary SLAM framework for
uncalibrated monocular RGB cameras in dynamic environments for Ego-
Centric applications.

challenge navigation not only with moving agents (people,
pets, vehicles) but also with objects that are usually classified
as static, but can be moved like furniture, kitchen appliances
and dishes, room decorations, etc. This can corrupt data
associations, degrade pose estimation, and pollute maps if not
filtered explicitly. Together, these trends motivate harvesting
Internet-scale videos to pre-train navigation policies with
broad, robust semantic priors, then coupling them with
SLAM systems that detect both moving and moved objects.
This combination promises better reconstruction and navi-
gation in dynamic environments where autonomous agents
must operate.

We introduce KM-ViPE, the Knowledge Mapping Video
Pose Engine, an online SLAM framework that unifies a
geometric backbone with robust deep visual features from
foundation models [7], [8]. KM-ViPE produces a language-
interactive, open-vocabulary semantic map while simulta-
neously delivering metrically consistent 3D reconstruction
and camera trajectory estimation in dynamic, real-world,
egocentric settings.

Following [9], KM-ViPE processes raw RGB streams
from an uncalibrated monocular camera. We estimate camera
intrinsics by sampling frames with GeoCalib [10] and select
keyframes based on optical flow motion criteria [11]. For
each keyframe, we extract dense DINO descriptors [7],
[8] and estimate metric depth [12], [13], [14]. For effi-
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cient pixel-level representation, we use pyramid upsampling
with PCA-encoded features. Dense embeddings tune an
adaptive robust kernel [15] that weights optical flow error
terms, effectively handling moving objects under geometric
constraints. Descriptors, optical flow, and depth are fused
across keyframes, integrating visual and geometric cues.
We construct a pose graph over recent keyframes based on
temporal proximity and co-visibility. Camera poses and 3D
points are optimized via Gauss—Newton minimization of a
visual-geometric energy function. The resulting multi-modal
point cloud supports open-vocabulary queries by decoding
visual representations and projecting them into a joint vision-
language space [16]. The main contributions of this work are
stated as follows:

1) A novel multi-modal fusion approach that integrates
high-level visual representations and geometric con-
straints within a tightly-coupled framework. We com-
bine robust pixel-level visual features from DINO
[71, [8] with SLAM geometric information to create
semantically-rich representations that maintain both
metric accuracy and open-vocabulary accessibility.

2) An adaptive dynamic scene handling adjustment based
on adaptive robust kernels and semantic error terms for
map reconstruction. Our approach detects and filters
moving objects—including semantically static entities
that have been physically displaced (e.g., moved chairs,
books, or cups) ensuring robust mapping performance
in challenging dynamic environments specifically tai-
lored for ego-centric environments.

3) A complete online open-vocabulary semantic SLAM
system that unifies vision, language, and geometry to
enable language-interactive spatial understanding from
uncalibrated RGB input, advancing practical spatial
intelligence for embodied agents by providing robust
semantic priors suited for navigation and ego-centric
robotic perception—even when learned from Internet-
scale video data.

II. RELATED WORKS

Recently, SLAM systems extended from purely geometric
to high-level and deep scene understanding. We examine
existing methodologies from literature based on their capabil-
ities in localization, mapping, semantic understanding, real-
time operation, and dynamic scene handling. We categorize
SLAM approaches into: Geometric SLAM Methods,

, Real-time Open-Vocabulary
SLAM and Feed-forward SLAM (Table I).

A. Geometric SLAM Systems

Early SLAM systems prioritized geometric understanding,
focusing primarily on accurate pose estimation, but often
lacks high-level representation and require offline calibra-
tion. ORB-SLAM3 [1] represents a powerful baseline in
visual-inertial SLAM, offering robust multi-map capabilities
and loop closure detection across various sensor configu-
rations. While providing excellent odometry and mapping
functionality, it cannot interpret scene semantics or handle
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ViPE [9] v’ X X v Vv X Vv

KM-ViPE v’ AN
TABLE 1

COMPARISON OF STATE-OF-THE-ART SLAM METHODS

Columns indicate: Online operation, Semantic understanding
type (Closed=predefined classes, Agnostic=category-agnostic
without semantics, Open=open-vocabulary), Geometric Ground-
ing=the ability to textually access and interact with the 3D
map, Odometry estimation, Map reconstruction, Dynamic scene
handling and calibration requirement.

dynamic objects. RVWO [2] extends classical approaches
by introducing dynamic object handling for wheeled mobile
robots, yet still lacks semantic understanding capabilities.
Kimera [17] integrates instance-level semantics into real-
time metric mapping but remains constrained to a closed
set of pre-defined categories. Similarly, RGBDS-SLAM [28]
fuses RGB-D data with semantic segmentation for enhanced
reconstruction, yet cannot generalize to novel object cate-
gories. SamSLAM [18] represents a significant advancement
by employing category-agnostic segmentation for mapping
and dynamic object handling, but lacks the capability to
associate segments with language descriptions or semantic
concepts.

B. Offline Open-Vocabulary Scene Understanding

The emergence of foundation models has enabled open-
vocabulary understanding in 3D scene reconstruction. BBQ
[19] and ConceptGraphs [20] leverage large vision-language
models to construct semantically rich 3D scene graphs
with natural language grounding. HOV-SG [21] extends
this paradigm through hierarchical organization of spatial
and semantic relationships. Meanwhile, OpenScene [29] and
OpenMask3D [22] achieve zero-shot 3D segmentation by
distilling CLIP features into 3D representations. Despite their
impressive semantic capabilities, these approaches operate
exclusively offline and cannot support real-time applications.
In addition, they lack integrated odometry estimation and



cannot handle dynamic scenes, limiting their practical de-
ployment in robotics applications.

C. Real-time Open-Vocabulary SLAM

Recent works have attempted to bridge the gap between
open-vocabulary understanding and real-time SLAM. CLIO
[23] introduces an information-theoretic framework that dy-
namically clusters 3D primitives according to task-specific
language instructions, enabling targeted scene understanding.
OVO-SLAM [24] represents another significant advance, in-
tegrating CLIP embeddings with Gaussian splatting for real-
time open-vocabulary mapping. While these approaches suc-
cessfully combine open-vocabulary capabilities with odome-
try estimation and mapping, they lack robustness in dynamic
scenes.

D. Feed-Forward SLAM

Traditional reconstruction pipelines require camera cali-
bration and pose estimation before 3D reconstruction, while
recent feed-forward approaches directly regress 3D geometry
from images without prior camera parameters. DUSt3R [27]
cast pairwise reconstruction as pointmap regression, relaxing
rigid projective camera constraints. MASt3R-SLAM [25]
achieved real-time dense SLAM without fixed camera mod-
els. VGGT-SLAM [26] incrementally aligned submaps while
explicitly optimizing over the SL(4) manifold to account
for the 15-DoF projective ambiguity in uncalibrated monoc-
ular reconstruction. ViPE [9] extended this to in-the-wild
videos, achieving robust intrinsic/extrinsic estimation and
near-metric depth at 3-5 FPS. However, feed-forward SLAM
systems struggle with dynamic scenes where moving objects
violate static assumptions, and lack high-level semantic fea-
tures for open-vocabulary interaction and grounding.

Despite significant progress in both semantic understand-
ing and geometric mapping, existing systems do not success-
fully integrate together real-time operation, open-vocabulary
semantics, geometric grounding, robust odometry, accurate
mapping, and dynamic scene handling simultaneously. This
integration gap severely limits the deployment of SLAM
systems in complex, changing environments where both spa-
tial awareness and rich semantic understanding are required.
KM-ViPE introduces a unified SLAM framework that seam-
lessly combines all these capabilities and can be used with
applications as online semantic localization for autonomous
robots to perform general-purpose tasks, harvesting data
from ego-centric internet videos for training better navigation
policies, or interactive open vocabulary augmented reality
applications [6].

III. METHODOLOGY

We introduce KM-ViPE, a real-time dense visual SLAM
system that integrates geometric reconstruction with seman-
tic understanding through foundation model features [7], [8].
Our approach unifies metric depth estimation, camera pose
optimization, and dense high-level visual embeddings within
a sliding window factor graph optimization framework.

A. System Overview

KM-VIPE takes as input an uncalibrated monocular RGB
video stream and operates at around 8 FPS, producing met-
rically consistent 3D reconstructions augmented with open-
vocabulary semantic descriptors from DINO features [7].
Following [11], [9], the pipeline consists of the following
stages:

1) We uniformly sample frames from the input video
and estimate focal length and principal point using
GeoCalib [10] without the need of any calibration
patterns [9].

2) For each incoming frame, we estimate its relative
motion to the last keyframe via weighted dense optical
flow [11], [9]. Frames exceeding a motion threshold
become keyframes and are added to the bundle adjust-
ment graph G = (V, &), where V denotes keyframes
and &£ denotes pairwise connections [9].

3) For each new keyframe, we construct a local sliding
window graph in which edges connect frames based
on temporal proximity and visual co-visibility. To
improve efficiency, all bundle adjustment terms are
computed using downsampled images I € RH>Wx3
with H = h/8 and W = w/8 for efficiency [9].
For each downsampled keyframe, we compute depth
estimates and dense high-level embeddings. Addition-
ally, for every pair of keyframes linked by an edge
in the graph, we compute weighted dense optical flow
between their downsampled images; these flows are
then used to formulate the photometric and motion
consistency terms in the optimization.

4) Dynamic objects can be classified into moving agents
and movable objects by agents [2]. Identifying moving
agents is straigt-forward using grounding semantics or
object detections, which is also adapted in [9]. How-
ever, detecting movable objects (e.g., moving chairs,
cups, books) is challenging as they are identified as
static objects. We build on adaptive robust kernels from
[2], [15] and use the similarity between multi-view
invariant DINO features to tune shape parameter o of
the Barron function [30] and change the kernel for
projection error based on it.

5) The backend performs global bundle adjustment over
all keyframes, jointly optimizing camera intrinsics,
poses, and scene structure.

6) The incrementally reconstructed map consists of 3D of
which each has encoded high-level DINO features. At
this stage, we decode these embeddings to its original
dimension, then by utilizing [16] we aligns the textual
embeddings of CLIP [31] to the DINO features through
a learned mapping function, which allows to query the
3D map using textual prompts for open vocabulary
segmentation.

7) Following [9], we build local graphs for intermediate
(non-key) frames, connecting each to its two near-
est keyframes via uni-directional edges. This allows
us to estimate their camera poses by aligning them
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Fig. 2. System pipeline

photometrically to nearby keyframes, while avoiding
per-frame depth estimation. The process is parallelized
across all non-keyframes for efficiency.

8) Finally, we estimate dense metric depth maps at full
resolution T € R?*%*3 for all frames, ensuring con-
sistency with optimized poses and intrinsics [9].

B. Dense Visual Feature Extraction

1) Multi-Scale pixel-level DINO Embedding: For each
input frame I € RZXWx3 we extract dense pixel-level
features using DINO [7], [8], a self-supervised vision trans-
former pretrained on large-scale image collections. Unlike
methods that operate at a single resolution, we employ a
multi-scale pyramid approach to capture features at different
levels of detail and provide smoother upsampling from patch
level to pixel level embedding.

Given an input image, we generate a pyramid of S scales
{o1,09,...,05} where each scale produces a resized version
of the image. For scale o, we resize the image to (Hg, W)
where dimensions are aligned to the patch size p = 14 of
the DINO vision transformer:

Hs:’VH.US—"I% Ws:’VW.O.S—"p (1)
p p

Each scaled image is passed through DINO to extract
patch-level visual features. For scale s, the output is a feature
map:

F, = DINO(I,) € RE>*/sxw: 2)

where C' is the embedding dimension (384 for ViT-S, 768
for ViT-B), and (hs,ws) = (Hs/p,Ws/p) is the fea-
ture map resolution. By default, we use scales {os} =
{2.0,1.5,1.0,0.75} to capture both fine-grained local details
and ensure smooth upsampling.

2) Pyramid Feature Upsampling: To obtain dense per-
pixel embeddings at the original image resolution, we up-
sample and blend the multi-scale features. Given the pyramid

of feature maps {F1,...,Fg}, we first upsample each to the
target resolution (H, W) using bilinear interpolation:

F, = Upsample(F,, (H,W)) € ROH*W (3)

We then combine the upsampled features using weighted
blending:

Zsszé Ws * Fs ( 4)

Zs:l Ws
where w; are scale-dependent weights. For weighted blend-
ing, we set w, = o to prioritize higher-resolution features.
The final dense feature map F € RE*H*W provides a
smooth view-invariant descriptors for every pixel in the input
image.

3) PCA-Based Feature Compression: To reduce memory
and computational costs while preserving discriminative in-
formation, we apply PCA to compress features from C' to
K dimensions (we choose K = 32).

Given feature vectors {f;}, sampled from multiple
frames, we compute the mean p and covariance of these
features, then perform SVD on the centered feature matrix
X =1[f —p,....,fx —pu]T = UXVT and retain the top
K components Vi € REXK This reduces storage from
C-H-Wt K-H-W per keyframe while preserving
semantic relationships.

F =

C. Depth Estimation and Initialization

Following [9], We estimate the metric depth for each
keyframe using foundation depth models [12], [13], [14].
Given RGB input I and estimated focal length f, the depth
model produces a metric depth map D € R7*W_ We convert
depth to inverse depth (disparity) for numerical stability:

1 .

=— if D(u,v) >0

d(u,0) = { Dowr 1 DL 5)
0 otherwise

The initial disparity maps, generated by the depth esti-

mation models, are downsampled by a factor of 8 to match



the feature resolution used in bundle adjustment, producing
d € R(/8x(w/8) This downsampled representation serves
as a geometric prior during optimization.

D. Joint Bundle Adjustment

Let T; € SE(3) denote the world-to-camera transforma-
tion for frame ¢, represented as a 6-DOF pose. Camera
intrinsics are denoted K, = [fu, fy,cs ¢, for pinhole
cameras (extended appropriately for other camera models).

KM-ViPE formulates dense SLAM as a factor graph
optimization problem where we jointly optimize camera
poses {T;}, dense disparity maps {d;}, and camera intrin-
sics {K,}. We minimize a weighted sum of photometric,
geometric, and semantic consistency terms.

1) Dense Photometric Flow Term: Following DROID-
SLAM [11], the core geometric term enforces photomet-
ric consistency between frames through dense optical flow
constraints. For each edge (i, j) connecting frames at views
(¢i,q;), we project pixels u = (u,v) from frame 4 to frame
7

Hij = I—IJ(’:l:‘Jr:l:‘,L_1 o Hi_l(u, dz(u))) (6)

where 1I, and Hq’1 are the projection and unprojection
functions for camera ¢, incorporating both intrinsics K.
An optical flow network [11] takes the two frames as input
and produces a dense flow field ©;; € R *W*2 at the same
resolution as the depth map (H = h/8, W = w/8). The
network constructs a correlation volume with an iterative
refinement module and provides a prior flow estimate:

Q" =y —u (7)

as initial guidance for the correlation volume. In addition
to the flow, a confidence weight map w[u] is estimated to
reflect the reliability of the flow estimation.

The dense flow term measures the reprojection error across
all h x w pixels in the depth map D;:

. 2
Ephoto(Ti7 T]‘, Di; Kq) = Zw(u) : HQPHOI - Qij(u)H

ij

®)
where €;;(u) are the target flow vectors from the optical
flow network, w(u) are per-pixel confidence weights from
the optical flow network, and K denotes the used camera
model parameters. This formulation directly compares the
geometric reprojection from poses and depth against the
learned dense correspondences, enabling robust optimization
even in challenging scenarios with limited texture.

2) Embedding Similarity Term: To incorporate semantic
consistency, we introduce a novel embedding similarity term
that enforces feature alignment across views while respect-
ing geometric constraints. This term enables KM-ViPE to
leverage high-level deep visual information from foundation
models during optimization.

For an edge (i,7) with source view ¢; and target view
gj, let Z; € REXHXW and Z; € REXHXW denote the
dense embedding maps (PCA-compressed). We project each
pixel from the source frame to the target frame using the
current depth and pose estimates, and then measure the

u

cosine similarity between the source embedding and the
bilinearly sampled target embedding.

Bilinear Sampling Given continuous coordinates u =
(u,v) in the target frame j, we sample the target embedding
using bilinear interpolation from the four neighboring pixels:

zj(u)= Y

(L,m)EN (u)

Wim (ll) ’ Z{WL ©)

where A (u) = {(ug,vo), (uo + 1,v0), (uo,vo + 1), (up +
Lbvg + 1)} with ug = |u] and vy = |v] denotes the
four neighboring pixel locations, Z7 € RX are the PCA-
compressed DINO features at pixel (I,m) in frame j, and
wim (1) are the bilinear weights. Using relative indices where
(0,0) corresponds to (ug, vg), the weights are:

woo = aff, w1 = a(l —f) (10)
w19 = (1705)5, w11 = (170[)(175) (11)

with @ = u —ug and § = v — vy being the fractional offsets
within the pixel cell.

We normalize embeddings after sampling to ensure in-
variance to feature magnitude. Let s = Z;/||Z;|| be the
normalized source embedding in view ¢ (directly indexed,
no sampling needed) and t = z;/||z;|| be the normalized
sampled target embedding in view j. The cosine similarity
is:

Zz,

G AT (12)
1Zil] - [|

CSi5 =
We define the embedding residual using one of two
formulations:
Angular residual:

Tembed (W) = 1 — ¢85 (13)
Photometric-style residual:
Tembed (Wi) = Aembed/ 2(1 — ¢8;5) (14)

where Aempeq 1S @ scale factor (in our experiments, Aembed =
2). The photometric-style formulation produces residuals
that behave similarly to intensity differences in traditional
photometric SLAM.

The full embedding similarity term is:

Eembea(Ti, Ty, d;) = Z Wembed (W) * Tompea (W) (15)

where Wempeg(1) incorporates both the photometric flow
confidence and embedding validity masks.

Jacobian with Respect to Pose and Depth. The chain
rule gives:

OTembed - OTembed  OcCS 8zj Buij

& Ocs  0z; Ouy; Of

(16)

where £ represents pose or depth parameters and aaj" .

. . . . *J
represents the derivative of the embeddings with respect to
the pixel location according to the bilinear sampling above.



For the angular residual, 8“73;“ = —1. While for the

photometric residual:

OTembed _ _ /\gmbed (17)
Jc Tembed 1+ €

The derivative of cosine similarity with respect to the raw
sampled feature (before normalization) is:
s—cs-t

Ocs
= (18)
Oz llz;l

This accounts for the normalization applied after sampling.

3) Adaptive Robust Kernel for Dynamic Regions: Real-
world ego-centric videos contain both static backgrounds and
dynamic objects such as humans, pets, and manipulable ob-
jects. While the dense flow term Ejppoo already down-weights
unreliable regions through confidence maps, it assumes a
fixed noise distribution over all residuals. To further suppress
the influence of outliers induced by dynamic regions and
subtle non-rigid motion, we adopt an adaptive robust kernel
based on the Barron loss [30], whose shape is modulated by
multi-view DINO feature similarity [2], [15].

Let cs;;(u) denote the cosine similarity between the DINO
embeddings of views ¢ and j at location u, as defined in the
embedding similarity term. Pixels on static surfaces yield
high ¢s;;(u), whereas pixels on movable or independently
moving objects produce low similarity due to appearance
changes and occlusions.

We map the similarity into a dynamic score «;j(u) €
[dynamic, Qstatic] Via a sigmoid function:

Qdynamic — static

cs —K (19)
( 1]( ) )

Q5 (ll) - Ogtatic

14 exp
where 7 controls the sharpness of the transition, and & is
a similarity threshold. This dynamic score will be used to
adjust the kernel of the error term.

Following [30], we use the general robust loss p,,(r) with
shape parameter « and scale c:

o2 () )

which recovers several standard losses for particular « (e.g.,
a = 2 for {5, a = 1 for Huber-like, and o« — 0 for
Cauchy). Instead of using a fixed «, we use the dynamic
score computed earlier «;;(u) resulting in an adaptive kernel
based on the embedding similarity between the considered
pixels (See Fig. 3).

with ogaic & 2 and agynamic < 0. The corresponding
adaptive robust kernel for the photometric-flow term is

Z Z ) (Ephoto (035))

(i,j)€€ u

Pa(r) = (20)

Edrk

pholo -

w) pa; () 21

In practice, we implement the robust kernel within Gauss—
Newton using an iteratively reweighted least squares (IRLS)
formulation. The influence function of p, and the corre-
sponding weight for residual r = Epo0 are

Ya(r) Ipa(r)

m i Yalr) = or

Wark (7“; Oé) - (22)

=— a=-8.0
— 0=-6.0
— 0=-4.0
— a=-2.0
/ — a=-1.0
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= a=0.5

b a=1.0
a=1.5
a=2.0

Resndual r

Fig. 3. Adaptive robust kernels based on Barron’s function [30] in Bundle
Adjustment. Shape parameter « is determined by the cosine similarity
between multiview high-level visual features [7]

with a small constant ¢ to avoid division by zero. For each
pixel u we obtain wy (1) = war (r(1); o;;(u)) and fold it
into the overall per-pixel weight by

w(u) = w(u) - wyk (1) (23)

The adaptive robust kernel therefore down-weights residuals
both in low-confidence regions (via w) and in semantically
dynamic regions (via a;;(u)), while preserving high influ-
ence for static pixels.

4) Disparity Regularization Term: Following [9], we add
a soft regularization term to stabilize depth estimates and
incorporate prior knowledge from foundation depth models:

= Qdisp Z Hd dgﬁor(u)HQ

where d?"" is the disparity from the foundation depth model
and agisp = 1.0 is the regularization weight. This term
prevents drift while allowing the optimization to refine depth
estimates based on multi-view consistency.

Ereg(d (24)

5) Total Objective and Optimization:

Etotal = )\photoE;Ll;to + )\embedEembed + Eregv (25)

which we minimize with Gauss—Newton over camera poses
{T;}, disparities {d;}, and intrinsics {K,}. The high-level
optimization loop is summarized in Alg. 1.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We evaluate our system across these key capabilities:
SLAM accuracy, semantic understanding, and dynamic en-
vironment handling. Experiments are conducted on stan-
dard datasets including Replica [32], TUM-RGBD [33], and
ARIA [6], with comparisons against state-of-the-art methods.
We denote the variant of our pipeline that incorporates only
the embedding error term as KM-ViPE, and the full pipeline
that includes both the embedding error term and the adaptive
kernel tuning as KM-ViPE,,x.



Algorithm 1 Joint Bundle Adjustment with ARK
1) Inputs & Initialization: keyframes V, edges &, initial
poses {T;}, intrinsics {K,}, disparities {d;}, depth
priors {d?"*'}, and DINO embeddings {Z;}.
2) Repeat until convergence or max iterations:

a) Build normal equations H, b by looping over all
edges (i,7) € £ and pixels: project pixels, com-
pute flow and embedding residuals, derive DINO-
based similarity cs;;, obtain adaptive shape «;;
and robust weight wyk, and accumulate their
contributions into the cost function Ery.

b) Add disparity regularization E., to H,b, solve
the Gaussian-Newton system, and update {T;},
{K,}, {d;} via the respective retractions.

3) Output: optimized poses, intrinsics, and disparities

{Ti}, {Kq}, {di}.

TABLE II
SLAM PERFORMANCE COMPARISON ON TUM-RGBD DATASET IN CM
(ATE)

fr3/w/xyz
fr3/wirpy
fr3/w/hs
fr3/wi/static
fr3/s/xyz
fr3/s/rpy
fr3/s/static
average

Method

Dyna-SLAM [34]
DLD-SLAM [35]

oo | fr3/s/hs

1.64 354 296 0.68 127 - 186 - 2.0
1.854.24 219 056 - - - - 221
V3D-SLAM [36] 1.53 7.81 2.29 0.65 0.87 1.69 1.47 0.58 2.1
DGS-SLAM [37] 41 - 55 06 - - 44 - 365
RoDyn-SLAM [38] 83 - 56 1.7 - - 27 - 458
ViPE (SAM) [9]  2.35 6.27 10.83 0.51 5.41 3.3 3.53 0.53 4.1
KM-ViPE 1.9 350 3.1 055115272 1.6 0.53 1.9
KM-ViPEk 1.823.52 29 0.54 1.15 2.71 1.58 0.51 1.84

TABLE III
SLAM PERFORMANCE COMPARISON ON REPLICA DATASET IN CM

(ATE)
Replica

(o) — N (=) — N [ap} <t ié)n

E € E 8 8 8 8 8¢

S 8 ¢ £ £ € € £|8
Method ¥ ¥ ¥ O O O O O|<
VIPE [9] 2.40 3.75 3.92 6.37 14.49 6.05 1.89 1.88|5.09
KM-ViPE  3.80 1.66 5.78 4.13 11.18 8.81 3.13 3.28|5.22
KM-ViPE,,  3.25 1.66 5.16 4.03 10.30 8.30 3.13 3.26|4.88

A. SLAM Performance

Our embedding error term and adaptive robust kernel
were designed to improve SLAM performance in dynamic
environments, where the motion of objects or agents often
leads to incorrect data associations. These errors are either
compensated for by the embedding term or attenuated during
optimization through adaptive kernel tuning. To evaluate the
effectiveness of our approach, we conducted experiments on
the dynamic sequences of the TUM RGB-D [33] dataset. The
results demonstrate that our pipeline achieves state-of-the-art
performance, outperforming existing dynamic SLAM meth-
ods in the Absolute Trajectory Error (ATE). While ViPE [9]
employs foundation models (e.g., Grounding DINO [39] and
SAM [40]) for dynamic object masking and depends on
manual specification of dynamic object classes, our pipeline
attains better performance despite requiring substantially
fewer resources. Our method is fully autonomous and uses
only DINO embeddings obtained directly from the frame.

To ensure that our pipeline does not underperform relative
to ViPE on static sequences, we evaluated both methods
on the Replica [32] dataset. The results show that our
pipeline achieves superior average performance across the

static sequences.

B. 3D Semantic Segmentation

One of the features of our approach is the ability to
build a semantically-aware map during real-time operation.
To assess this capability, the following section provides an
evaluation of semantic segmentation performance.

It worth mentioning that to enable training from internet-
scale data our method operates under a very different
and more challenging setting compared to others open-
vocabulary semantic mapping approaches [29], [20], [19],
[41], [21], [42], [24], i.e. it takes only a monocular RGB
video as input, without requiring known camera parameters,
camera poses, a reconstructed point cloud, or depth informa-
tion.

In contrast, OpenScene [29], ConceptGraphs [20],
BBQ [19], HOV-SG [21], OpenNeRF [41], and
Open3DIS [42] all require known camera poses, camera
parameters, and depth data (with OpenScene and Open3DIS
also requiring a pre-computed point cloud), while OVO-
SLAM [24], still depends on known camera parameters and
depth to function.

Furthermore, with the exception of OVO-SLAM, none of
these prior works are designed for real-time operation. To
the best of our knowledge, no existing pipeline can produce
a dense 3D semantic map from a single video in real-time
without camera parameters, poses, or depth.

Tables IV-V contain semantic mapping results for our
method!, evaluated using the OSMA-bench [43] protocol.
We query the CLIP [31] model with the template “There
is label in the scene” to obtain text embeddings, which
are then projected into the DINOv2 [7] latent space using
Talk2DINO [16]. We obtain predicted labels for each point
by computing the cosine similarity between all point em-
beddings and all label phrase embeddings, followed by an
argmax operator. Finally, we match our estimated point cloud
to the vertices of the ground-truth meshes using a KD-tree
search with 5 neighbors.

Experiments have been conducted on eight scenes from
the Replica dataset [32] office0-4, roomO-2. These
scenes contain 51 classes, which are divided into three

'We put it here for reference and warn a reader to make direct comparison
of obtained results with numbers reported for others open-vocabulary
semantic mapping approaches also because of the reason mentioned above.



equal groups head, common, tail based on the number of

points in each class, following the methodology proposed
by OpenNeRF [41]. We use the semantic point clouds from
the Replica dataset as ground truth.

Fig. 4. 3D Replica Point Cloud with aligned fused high level embeddings,
visualized using PCA colorization

TABLE IV
SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION EVALUATION ON REPLICA

Scene mloU fmloU mAcc
room0Q 6.9 11.6 14.9
rooml 59 10.9 18.6
room?2 6.8 7.5 17.0

office0 9.6 16.2 19.5
officel 3.0 2.7 12.6
office2 2.2 3.9 4.7

office3 4.8 11.0 16.3
office4 3.7 8.2 5.3
head 7.1 8.2 18.4
common 3.5 3.7 6.4
tail 0.9 1.0 7.9

overall 3.8 79 10.9

To further validate our approach, we perform evaluations
on three dynamic sequences from the Aria Digital
Twin[6] dataset: Apartment_clean_seql34.M1292,
Apartment meal_skeleton_seql33.M1292,

Apartment multiskeleton party_seql02.M1292.

For these sequences, we reconstruct the ground truth point cloud
from the image data, explicitly removing dynamic objects to create
a static representation for evaluation. This dataset comprises 103
semantic classes, which we similarly divide into head, common,
and tail groups based on point frequency, ensuring a consistent
evaluation protocol across both datasets.

V. CONCLUSION

We introduced KM-ViPE, a real-time open-vocabulary semantic
SLAM system designed for robust functioning in dynamic environ-
ments by integrating geometry with deep visual semantic features
for improved data associations, benefiting from training using raw
internet-scale video recording from monocular RGB cameras with
no extra information on camera parameters or poses. By unifying

TABLE V
SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION EVALUATION ON ARIA

Scene mloU fmloU mAcc

seq102 1.9 5.8 4.6
seql34 1.8 7.0 4.7
seql33 1.1 5.0 4.1

head 5.1 7.1 12.5
common 0.1 0.1 0.8
tail 0.0 0.0 0.2
overall 1.7 6.5 44

vision, language, and geometry, KM-ViPE moves toward practical
spatial intelligence for embodied agents, enabling navigation and
ego-centric perception in demand for autonomous robotic systems
and AR/VR solutions.

VI. FUTURE WORK

A promising direction for future work lies in enhancing the qual-
ity of semantic segmentation. While our current method provides
a foundational framework that already demonstrates competitive
results, there is a significant potential for further improvement by
incorporating more advanced 2D vision foundation models, fine-
tuning strategies specifically for dense prediction tasks or benefiting
from very recent advancements in encoder models designed for
dynamic environments [44].
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