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Abstract: In order to move around automatically, mobile robots usually need to recognize their
working environment first. Simultaneous localization and mapping (SLAM) has become an important
research field recently, by which the robot can generate a map while moving around. Both
two-dimensional (2D) mapping and three-dimensional (3D) mapping methods have been developed
greatly with high accuracy. However, 2D maps cannot reflect the space information of the environment
and 3D mapping needs long processing time. Moreover, conventional SLAM methods based on
grid maps take a long time to delete the moving objects from the map and are hard to delete the
potential moving objects. In this paper, a 2D mapping method integrating with 3D information based
on immobile area occupied grid maps is proposed. Objects in 3D space are recognized and their space
information (e.g., shapes) and properties (moving objects or potential moving objects like people
standing still) are projected to the 2D plane for updating the 2D map. By using the immobile area
occupied grid map method, recognized still objects are reflected to the map quickly by updating
the immobile area occupancy probability with a high coefficient. Meanwhile, recognized moving
objects and potential moving objects are not used for updating the map. The unknown objects are
reflected to the 2D map with a lower immobile area occupancy probability so that they can be deleted
quickly once they are recognized as moving objects or start to move. The effectiveness of our method
is proven by experiments of mapping under dynamic indoor environment using a mobile robot.
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1. Introduction

Recently, autonomous mobile robots have been greatly developed, so that the research field of
simultaneous localization and mapping (SLAM) has been noticed, since the almost all kinds of mobile
robots need this method for environment understanding, navigation, and path planning [1–3]. Two
dimensional (2D) mapping methods based on laser sensors have been widely used, since these kinds
of sensors can detect the distances of the obstacles around the robot with a high accuracy stably [4,5].
The moving objects can also be deleted from the map gradually with time going on [4]. However, 2D
mapping methods based on laser sensors still have some problems. Three-dimensional (3D) space
information cannot be detected by laser sensors. The obstacles can only be detected when they are
in the same height with the sensors. Objects with special shapes cannot be reflected to the map
correctly, which will cause collisions when the robot moves around according to the map information.
For example, a desk with four legs may be detected as four points if the laser sensor on the robot
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is set lower than the surface of the desk. The robot might plan its path to go through the desk area
and collide with the desk, since there is nothing in this area except these four points in the 2D map.
Therefore, 3D mapping methods based on multiple laser sensors or 3D distance sensors have been
noticed [6–8]. 3D mapping methods can reflect the shapes of objects in the environment correctly
and the robot can plan its path without any collision, but the cost is usually high since view angle
of 3D sensors is limited and setting multiple sensors will increase the cost greatly. Although some
kinds of cheap 3D distance sensors are developed, they are not stable when moving with a robot
and their sensing ranges are limited (e.g., Kinect V2 sensors can only detect the distance information
within 8 m with the range of 70 degrees in horizontal angle). Rotating a 2D laser sensor is a good
method to detect 3D information, but this method may cause time delay for mapping [9]. Moreover,
both conventional 2D and 3D mapping methods takes a long time to delete moving objects from the
generated maps, especially when the objects start to move after being sensed as static objects for a
while [10–13]. The immobile area grid map method is proposed to solve this problem by adjusting the
updating coefficient of moving and static objects [14]. However, they can only delete moving objects or
the objects that have started to move and cannot deal with static potential moving objects. For example,
static human beings should be deleted from the map, since they will move in the future, but they are
usually reflected as obstacles in the map.

Therefore, a robust 2D mapping method integrating with 3D information under dynamic
environment is proposed in this paper. The basic 2D map is generated by using a laser sensor, and 3D
information of objects, which are detected by an independent 3D sensor, is added to the 2D map by
adjusting the occupancy probabilities of different objects. SLAM is then realized by using the immobile
area grid map method, in which the immobile probabilities of each grid are updated with different
coefficients according to the properties of the objects. Especially, potential moving objects will not
be updated to the map if they are recognized. The properties of objects are analyzed from the object
recognition results based on RGB-D information from the 3D sensor. The effectiveness of our method
is proven by mapping experiments under indoor dynamic environment, where multiple objects and
human beings exist. By our method, a robust 2D map containing 3D information can be generated,
with the moving and potential moving objects deleted from the map in real time.

2. Methodology

The occupancy grid map method is usually used for SLAM, in which the occupancy probability
of each grid in the map is calculated and updated. A higher occupancy probability shows that the area
is more likely occupied by objects, and this area should be shown as an obstacle in the map. Similarly,
a lower occupancy probability shows that the area is seldomly occupied by objects and tends to be
an empty area. With time going on, the robot continues sensing the environment, and the occupancy
probability is updated. It is a probability model to express each grid. However, this method cannot
delete moving objects, since the moving objects are also well detected and will be reflected to the
map. Deleting these moving objects case-by-case is still difficult to be applied in complex dynamic
environment [15–18]. Generated 2D maps have been widely applied for navigation and path planning
for mobile robots, but 2D maps cannot reflect space information, so the robot might collide with the
objects (like desks or chairs whose legs only are reflected to the map).

Therefore, we propose to use the immobile area grid map method to conduct SLAM for generating
a 2D map containing 3D information. The 3D information is projected to the 2D plane and combined
with 2D information before mapping. It is still 2D mapping, so that the processing speed is similar
with conventional 2D mapping methods, which is much faster than 3D SLAM. The probability for each
grid is calculated by the probability of suitable immobile area instead of the occupancy probability.
The probability updating weight is adjusted adaptively according to the properties of the objects.
RGB-D information from the 3D sensor is used for object recognition. Recognized objects are used for
updating immobile area probability, and recognized moving and potential moving objects are used for
updating mobile area probability.
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The event that one grid is immobile area is set as I, and the event that some objects are observed
on the same grid is set as O. The immobile area probability Pt(I) can be expressed as Equation (1) at
time t.

Pt(I) ∝ Pt(O)·Pt−1(I) (1)

where Pt(O) is the object existing probability. From Equation (1), the probability Pt(I) that one gird
is immobile area at time t can be calculated from the observed object existing probability Pt(O) at
time t and the immobile area probability Pt−1(I) for the same grid at time t− 1. The event I can exist,
depending on the event O can be observed.

Meanwhile, the event that one grid is not immobile area is set as I, and the event that any objects
cannot be observed on the same grid is set as O. The non-immobile-area probability Pt

(
I
)

can be
expressed as Equation (2) at time t.

Pt
(
I
)
∝ Pt
(
O
)
·Pt−1

(
I
)
+ Pt(O)·Pt−1

(
I
)

(2)

From Equation (2), the event I can exist depending on the event O, or the event O can be observed.
It means the sum of the cases that the event O (noting is observed happens) and the event O (some
objects are observed as moving objects) happen. From Equation (2), the following equation can
be gotten.

Pt
(
I
)
∝ Pt−1

(
I
)

(3)

From Equation (3), the event I exists only depending on a constant value. Dividing Equation (1)
by Equation (3), Equation (4) can be gotten.

Pt(I)

Pt
(
I
) ∝ λ·Pt(O)·

Pt−1(I)

Pt−1
(
I
) (4)

where λ is the constant coefficient. The updating coefficient for immobile area probability is defined as
β, and Equation (5) can be gotten.

β = λ·Pt(O) (5)

where λ is defined as the variable parameter that is controlled by the object recognition results.
The observed objects are recognized as the immobile areas or moving objects first, and the results are
used for setting the value of λ. Then we can adjust the value of λ by the value of β. The potential
moving objects can be deleted for updating the map by adjusting the value of λ.

The objects around the robot can be recognized. Normally, walls are categorized as still objects,
and humans are categorized as moving objects. For the others, all of the objects are treated as still
objects until they are moved. It means that the objects are considered moving when they appear or
disappear in the environment, comparing with the map generated in the previous frame. Otherwise,
they are judged as still objects, even if they are detected only in one frame. The robot does not need to
be standstill during the judgment, because the robot can localize itself and the positions of the objects
in the environment can be calculated even if the robot moves around. The value of λ is adjusted
depending on the recognition results. If the results are unknown objects, the object is judged ambiguous
and Pt(O) = 0.5. The immobile area probability should not be changed, as the observed information is
meaningless for updating the map. Thus, the value of λ is set as 2 to make sure the updating coefficient
for immobile area probability β = 1. If the recognition results are moving objects, the value of λ is set
smaller than 2 so that the observed objects are not used for updating the map. If the recognition results
are still objects, the value of λ is set bigger than 2 so that the observed objects are used for updating the
map by a big updating coefficient and the objects can be quickly reflected on the map.

The value of λ is set based on the likelihood of the object recognition results. If the likelihood is
low, which shows that the object recognition result cannot be trusted, λ is set around 2. The higher
the likelihood is, the greater the value of λ changes. It increases from 2 when recognized as still
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objects, like walls or desks, and it decreases from 2 when recognized as moving objects, like human
beings. The relationship between object probability and map updating coefficient is calculated by
simulation [14], which is shown in Figure 1. In the simulation, we observe that the occupancy
probability is updated in a faster speed, with the object probability increasing. However, the immobility
probability in the proposed method can be adjusted by changing the coefficient λ. It means that the
updating speed can be faster than conventional methods if the object is recognized to be still, and the
updating speed can also be smaller than conventional methods if the object is recognized to be moving.
From the simulation result, we chose λ as 0.5 when the objects are recognized as human and 10 when
the objects are recognized as walls. The flowchart of this process is shown in Figure 2.
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3. Design of the Robot

To realize our method, an autonomous mobile robot equipped with a laser sensor and a 3D
RGB-D sensor was developed. The view of the robot is shown in Figure 3a. PIONEER 3-DX made by
MobileRobots Co. was chosen as the mobile platform, which is programmable and easy to equip with
sensors. LRF sensor was set at the height of 32 cm to scan the 2D distance information for generating
the basic 2D map, and Kinect V2 sensor was set at the height of 100 cm from ground (just above the LRF
sensor) for getting the RGB-D sensor in front of the robot. Here, Kinect V2 sensor made by Microsoft
Co. was used to detect 3D RGB-D information around the robot, since it can sense the color and depth
information at the same. It can sense maximum 8 m in front with the range of 70◦ in horizontal and
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60◦ in vertical. The color information is good enough for object recognition, with the resolution of
1920 × 1080 pixels. It was equipped to the robot horizontally higher than the 2D sensor so that it can
detect the obstacles and humans around within its sensing range, as shown in Figure 3b. UTM-30LX
made by Hokuyo Co. was chosen as our LRF sensor due to its wide sensing range and high sensing
accuracy. It can sense maximum 10 m in front with the range of 270◦. The degree step is 0.25◦. It was
also equipped to the robot horizontally so that it can detect the obstacles and humans around within
its sensing range, as shown in Figure 3c.
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Figure 3. The view of the robot and sensing ranges of different sensors. Kinect sensor is set above LRF
sensor so that the origin points are the same in the horizontal coordinate system.

4. 2D Mapping Integrating with 3D Information

LRF can detect the distance information in front of the robot in the height of the sensor. As the
sensor is set horizontal on the robot, the horizontal distance information can be gotten and used for
updating the basic map. For example, the robot starts in the scene shown in Figure 4a, the objects in
front of the robot can be detected and reflected to the map as shown in Figure 4b. The position of the
robot is shown as the red triangle, with one angle pointing at the robot facing direction. The lines shown
in the map present the positions of the obstacles. Kinect V2 can detect the 3D RGB-D information in
front of the robot. The objects can be recognized by RGB-D information. For example, the human
beings shown in Figure 4a can be recognized by using opensource Kinect SDK [19] and the shape and
position information of this person can be gotten from the depth information, as shown in Figure 4c.
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in a horizontal plane and Kinect can get narrow 3D distance information.

Both the LRF sensor and Kinect sensor are set horizontal against the floor, and they are also
set on the same place in the vertical direction so that the projected information from Kinect sensor
is overlapped with that from LRF sensor. The planes in the 3D space are detected by using point
cloud library (PCL) [20]. For the scene shown in Figure 5a, the planes can be detected (Figure 5b).
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As the robot is working in the indoor environment, we segment the highest horizontal plane with the
threshold higher than 2 m as the ceiling plane (Figure 5d). The vertical planes connected to the ceiling
plane are recognized as the walls (Figure 5e). The horizontal plane in the height of the robot wheel is
recognized as the floor (Figure 5c). The surfaces of other objects like desks can be also recognized as
planes. As shown in Figure 6a, the desk is detected as four points by LRF, since only the four legs of
the desk are detected (Figure 6c). The surface of the desk is detected by the plane detection process,
and they are shown as the blue area in Figure 6b, after projecting on the ground. Besides, the red dots
show the wall information (the points that are recognized as a wall in 3D information gotten by Kinect).
The blue dots show the plane information of other objects (the points that are recognized as planes
in 3D information gotten by Kinect). The black dots show the areas that are occupied by objects in
the map and white dots show the areas that are not occupied. The gray dots show the areas that are
still unknown. The cyan dots show the laser information gotten from the LRF sensor. The angles of
these two sensors were adjusted to horizontal against the ground before the experiments. To solve the
problem of vibration, the 3D information used for projection was corrected by using the estimated
angle of the ceiling planes. As for the LRF sensor, it was set at the height of 32 cm over the ground
and was used to get 2D information to generate the basic map. The sensor was fixed to the robot base
at a low height so that the vibration was small. Meanwhile, the vibration for a few frames did not
influence the mapping result, since the sensing results were updated online every once in a while,
and calculated as probability.
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Figure 6. Desk detection results by different methods. It is detected as four points by the LRF sensor,
while it can be detected as an area by combing two kinds of sensors.

In our system, the LRF sensor is always used during the mapping process. This sensor is used
to build the basic 2D map, since the sensing range and the sensing distance of the LRF sensor are all
bigger than the Kinect sensor. The basic 2D map can be built fast by using the LRF sensor. However,
the LRF sensor cannot detect 3D information. The Kinect sensor is used to recognize 3D objects and
reflect the recognition results to the 2D map. Since the data amount from the Kinect sensor is bigger,
the recognizing and projecting processes are slower than the LRF sensor, so that the Kinect information
is not continuous but only useful in a few frames. By combing the information of these two sensors,
the robot can map at a fast speed and generate a robust map with 3D information. They are adjusted
to be in the same place in the vertical direction so that when the 3D information is projected to the
ground, the coordinates of the 2D and 3D sensors are overlapped. The accuracy of the LRF and Kinect
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sensors are similar, so that the error between them can be ignored, especially in the grid map where one
grid point expresses the distance of 50 mm. The 3D surface information of the desk is not completely
overlapped with the four legs in 2D information in Figure 6b, because the plane recognition result
of desk surface by the Kinect sensor is not good enough. This is caused by reflection, as well as the
plane detection accuracy of PCL. This problem can be solved easily just by moving the robot until the
whole desk surface area is detected. The 3D information is projected to the ground, integrating with
2D information, and the integrating result is shown in Figure 7. The white areas show empty areas,
red lines show wall, blue areas and dots show projected objects, and light blue lines show the objects
detected by LRF. It is observed that 3D information is reflected on the map correctly.
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5. Experimental Results and Analysis

The effectiveness of our method was proven by mapping experiments under indoor dynamic
environment, where multiple objects and human beings existed. The experimental environment
is shown in Figure 8. The robot was controlled manually by the user when moving around the
environment. It moved around in the room and went out to move in the passage, shown as the dark
green line. The two people (Figure 8d, circled by the green line) in the room kept still during the
experiment. The person near the door moved out of the room to open the door for the robot (Figure 8e,f,
circled by the green line). The person in the passage kept moving in the beginning and stopped after a
while (stopped at Figure 8g, circled by the green line). There were multiple obstacles in the room and
the passage. The obstacles in the corner near the back door (Figure 8a, circled by the red line) were
some boxes put behind the screen. Some other boxes were put in another corner of the room (Figure 8b,
circled by the red line). The frontal door (Figure 8c, circled by the red line) was opened by a person to
help the robot move out of the room. In order to compare our results to that based on the conventional
method, the user controlled the robot to move at the same speed, and the maps were generated in the
same environment. The information processing speed was around 10 frames per second. The mapping
result by the proposed method is shown in Figure 9a, and the mapping result by the conventional
occupied grid map method is shown in Figure 9b. These maps were generated in around 5 min.

From the results, it is observed that all the humans were well detected and deleted from the map
in the proposed method ((d–g), circled by the green line in Figure 9a), whether they were static or
moving. On the other hand, in the conventional method, the humans who were static during the
experiment were not able to be deleted in the map ((d), circled by the green line in Figure 9b). As for
the moving people, some were deleted from the map slower than the proposed map ((e), circled by the
green line in Figure 9b) and some appeared in the map ((f,g), circled by the green line in Figure 9b).
The differences were caused by the updating method when generating the map. Since the humans
were recognized by the proposed method, the immobility probabilities of the human areas were
updated slowly by adjusting the updating coefficient λ as 0.5. As for the occupancy probabilities in the
conventional method, they were updated fast, since the static human areas were also kept observed as
objects so that they ((d), circled by the green line in Figure 9b) were left in the map. The person near
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the door ((e), circled by the green line in Figure 9b) was shown in the map for the same reason. Even
when this person started to move, it took time to update the occupancy probability so that it was not
completed deleted. Only the persons who kept moving were deleted for the conventional method (no
human moving trajectories in the map). Besides, the persons may appear in the map easily if they stop,
since they will be observed as static objects continuously ((f,g), circled by the green line in Figure 9b).
The results prove the effectiveness of our method, which can delete moving and potential moving
objects in real time when generating a 2D map.
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The map generated by the proposed method contains more information of the environment and deleted
moving and potential moving objects quickly from the map.

Besides, we observe that the room area generated by the proposed method ((a,b), circled by the
red line in Figure 9a) is quite different from that generated by conventional method ((a,b), circled by the
red line in Figure 9b). The room is bigger when using the proposed method, which better expressed the
area of the room by showing its outline correctly comparing with Figure 8. This difference is caused by
the 3D information. The occluded areas in the room which were blocked by some screens or boxes on
the ground were also detected in the proposed method by detecting the upper part of the walls, so that
the map area is bigger and clearer than the map generated by the conventional method. Meanwhile,
we observe that the frontal door area was deleted in the map generated by the proposed method ((c),
circled by the red line in Figure 9a), but it was left as a line on the map generated by the conventional
method ((c), circled by red line in Figure 9b). The door was not recognized as a moving or potential
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moving object in the beginning, so it was reflected on the map generated by both methods. However,
the door area was deleted quickly after being opened by the person near the door by the proposed
method, since the immobile probability was updated quickly. On the other hand, the door area was
deleted slowly by the conventional method, since the occupancy probability was updated slowly. As a
result, the door was not deleted completely before the robot moved away (the map cannot be updated
if the area is not observed by the sensors of the robot) and was still left on the map generated by
the conventional method. The results prove the effectiveness of our method, generating a 2D map
containing 3D information. This map is more robust for path planning of mobile robots.

One of our experimental videos has been uploaded to the Internet: https://youtu.be/es-xEQYyBYI.

6. Discussion

Mapping is one of the key technologies for autonomous mobile robots, since it is the foundation
of path planning and motion control. Robots tend to move safely and efficiently if the map is more
accurate and able to deal with dynamic environment. 2D maps generated by open sources like
gmapping [21] are widely used for many kinds of service robots nowadays, because 3D mapping
methods usually need more processing time for saving and updating the space information [6–8].
Motion planning in 3D maps also needs more processing time, and the algorithms are usually complex
so that they are not widely used by general service robot developers. However, 2D mapping methods
usually cannot reflect the environment sufficiently [14,22,23]. The shapes of objects and the occluded
areas are always ignored, which may cause dangers or miss the best route for path planning. A robust
2D mapping method containing 3D space information is proposed in this paper to solve these problems.
By combing 3D space information with 2D distance information, the generated 2D map can reflect the
environment sufficiently, which is generated quickly, with a similar speed to conventional 2D mapping
methods. We observe that our method can reflect the spatial shape information of objects correctly in
the 2D map from the experimental results. The spaces occluded by objects can also be detected and
reflected to the 2D map.

The accuracy of the generated 2D map by the proposed method has also been improved greatly.
In the proposed method, the immobile area grid map is used for expressing the environment, and object
recognition results are used for adjusting the coefficient to update the map. In this way, the recognized
moving and potential moving objects (e.g., moving or static human beings) will be deleted from the
map, since this information will not be used for updating the map from the beginning. Meanwhile,
the changes of the environment (e.g., the door is opened during the mapping process) will be
reflected to the map quickly compared with conventional mapping methods based on occupancy grid
maps [15–18,23]. The generated 2D map can be applied for controlling the robot in the same ways as
before. Meanwhile, it can improve the accuracy of path planning and the safety when controlling the
mobile robots.

On the other hand, although the proposed method shows great performance in deleting moving
and potential moving objects from the map quickly, the rationality to express all the objects in this way
still needs to be discussed. For example, human beings need to be deleted from maps, but the doors,
which are opened during the mapping process, are also deleted by our method. It is better than leaving
part of the door (needs time to be completed deleted) in the map compared with the conventional
methods based on occupancy grid map, but the doors may be closed again in the future. Leaving them
as movable objects in the map may be a better way to express the environment. Moreover, there is
still a limitation of 3D information reflected in the 2D map. The robot can avoid colliding with the
objects by the proposed method, but the 3D information is not enough for the robot to manipulate the
objects (e.g., taking the objects by a robot hand). Furthermore, the experiments were conducted in our
laboratory, where all the objects and their motions could be totally controlled. Experiments with more
variable and unpredictable conditions under real world environments need to be conducted before
applying this method to real service robots.

https://youtu.be/es-xEQYyBYI
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7. Conclusions

In this paper, a robust 2D mapping method integrating with 3D information under dynamic
environment was proposed. 2D distance information gotten from LRF was used for generating the
basic 2D map, and 3D RGB-D information was added to improve the accuracy of the map. Objects
were detected and recognized by RGB information and their top view shapes are reflected to the 2D
map. The updating coefficient was adjusted according to the recognition results of the objects, where
moving and potential moving objects were not used for updating the map. SLAM was realized by
using the immobile area grid map method, in which the immobile area occupancy probability of each
grid was updated according to the properties of the objects. The moving and potential moving objects
were deleted from the map in real time, and shapes like chairs and desks were reflected to the map as
areas rather than some points. The effectiveness was proven by experiments conducted under indoor
dynamic environment.

In the future, we will continue working on recognizing and analyzing the properties of different
objects and show the properties of objects on the map. For example, the robot can stand near the wall,
but it should not stay behind a door. By this method, the robot can move more naturally like real
human beings.

Author Contributions: Both B.Z. and M.K. participated in designing the robot, proposing the mapping algorithm,
and conducting experiments. H.-o.L. gave important suggestions to submit and revise the paper. All authors gave
final approval for publication.

Funding: Part of this research was funded by the Shotoku Science Foundation.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References

1. Durrant-Whyte, A.H.; Bailey, T. Simultaneous localization and mapping (SLAM): Part I. IEEE Robot.
Autom. Mag. 2006, 13, 99–110. [CrossRef]

2. Bailey, T.; Durrant-Whyte, H. Simultaneous localization and mapping (SLAM): Part II. IEEE Robot. Autom. Mag.
2006, 13, 108–117. [CrossRef]

3. Liu, Y.; Dong, J.; Sun, F. An efficient navigation strategy for mobile robots with uncertainty estimation. In
Proceedings of the 7th World Congress on Intelligent Control and Automation, Chongqing, China, 25–27
June 2008; pp. 5174–5179.

4. Wang, C.-C.; Thorpe, C.E.; Thrun, S.; Hebert, M.; Durrant-Whyte, H.F. Simultaneous localization, mapping
and moving object tracking. Int. J. Robot. Res. 2007, 26, 889–916. [CrossRef]

5. Liu, M.; Huan, S.; Dissanayake, G. Feature based SLAM using laser sensor data with maximized information
usage. In Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, Shanghai, China,
9–13 May 2011; pp. 1181–1186.

6. Cole, D.M.; Newman, P.M. Using laser range data for 3D SLAM in outdoor environments. In Proceedings
of the IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, Orlando, FL, USA, 15–19 May 2006;
pp. 1556–1563.

7. Halterman, R.; Bruch, M. Velodyne HDL-64E LIDAR for unmanned surface vehicle obstacle detection.
Proc. Int. Soc. Opt. Eng. 2010, 7692, 224–231.

8. Welle, J.; Schulz, D.; Bachran, T.; Cremers, A. Optimization techniques for laser-based 3D particle filter SLAM.
In Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, Anchorage, AK, USA, 3–7
May 2010; pp. 3525–3530.

9. Weingarten, J.; Siegwart, R. EKF-based 3D SLAM for structured environment reconstruction. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems, Edmonton, Alta, Canada, 2–6
August 2005; pp. 3834–3839.

10. Wolf, D.; Sukhatme, G. Mobile robot simultaneous localization and mapping in dynamic environments.
IEEE Int. Conf. Robot. Autom. 2005, 19, 53–65. [CrossRef]

11. Hahnel, D.; Burgard, W.; Fox, D.; Thrun, S. An efficient fastSLAM algorithm for generating maps of large-scale
cyclic environments from raw la ser range measurements. IEEE/RSJ Int. Conf. Robot. Syst. 2003, 1, 206–221.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MRA.2006.1638022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MRA.2006.1678144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0278364907081229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10514-005-0606-4


Electronics 2019, 8, 1503 11 of 11

12. Holz, D.; Lorken, C.; Surmann, H. Continuous 3D sensing for navigation and SLAM in cluttered and
dynamic environments. In Proceedings of the 11th International Conference on Information Fusion, Cologne,
Germany, 30 June–3 July 2008; pp. 1–7.

13. Lin, K.; Chang, C.; Dopfer, A.; Wang, C. Mapping and localization in 3D environments using a 2D laser
scanner and a stereo camera. J. Inf. Sci. Eng. 2012, 28, 131–144.

14. Ito, A.; Takahashi, K.; Kaneko, M. Robust mapping for mobile robot based on immobile area grid map
considering potential moving objects. IEEJ Trans. Electron. Inf. Syst. 2014, 134, 192–204. [CrossRef]

15. Hahnel, D.; Schulz, D.; Burgard, A. Mobile robot mapping in populated environments. Adv. Robot. 2003, 17,
579–598. [CrossRef]

16. Vu, T.; Burlet, J.; Aycard, O. Grid-based localization and local mapping with moving object detection and
tracking. Inf. Fusion 2011, 12, 58–69. [CrossRef]

17. Mitsou, N.C.; Tzafestas, C.S. Temporal occupancy grid for mobile robot dynamic environment mapping. In
Proceedings of the 2007 Mediterranean Conference on Control Automation, Athens, Greece, 27–29 June 2007;
pp. 1–8.

18. Yang, S.-W.; Wang, C.-C. Feasibility grids for localization and mapping in crowded urban scenes. In
Proceedings of the 2011 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), Shanghai,
China, 9–13 May 2011; pp. 2322–2328.

19. Munaro, M.; Basso, F.; Menegatti, E. Tracking people within groups with RGB-D data. In Proceedings of
the 2012 IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems, Vilamoura, Portugal, 7–12
October 2012.

20. Rusu, R.; Cousins, S. 3D is here: Point Cloud Library (PCL). In Proceedings of the IEEE International
Conference on Robotics and Automation, Shanghai, China, 9–13 May 2011; pp. 1–4.

21. Grisetti, G.; Stachniss, C.; Burgard, W. Improving Grid-based SLAM with Rao-Blackwellized Particle Filters
by Adaptive Proposals and Selective Resampling. In Proceedings of the 2005 IEEE International Conference
on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), Barcelona, Spain, 18–22 April 2005; pp. 2432–2437.

22. Zhang, B.; Nakamura, T.; Kaneko, M. A Framework for Adaptive Motion Control of Autonomous Sociable
Guide Robot. IEEJ Trans. Electr. Electron. Eng. 2016, 11, 786–795. [CrossRef]

23. Elfes, A. Using Occupancy Grids for Mobile Robot Perception and Navigation. Computer 1989, 22, 46–57.
[CrossRef]

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eej.22723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1163/156855303769156965
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.inffus.2010.01.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/tee.22304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/2.30720
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Methodology 
	Design of the Robot 
	2D Mapping Integrating with 3D Information 
	Experimental Results and Analysis 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

