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Abstract

For end-to-end autonomous driving (E2E-AD), the eval-
uation system remains an open problem. Existing closed-
loop evaluation protocols usually rely on simulators like
CARLA being less realistic; while NAVSIM using real-world
vision data, yet is limited to fixed planning trajectories in
short horizon and assumes other agents are not reactive.

We introduce Bench2Drive-R, a generative framework
that enables reactive closed-loop evaluation. Unlike exist-
ing video generative models for AD, the proposed designs
are tailored for interactive simulation, where sensor ren-
dering and behavior rollout are decoupled by applying a
separate behavioral controller to simulate the reactions of
surrounding agents. As a result, the renderer could focus
on image fidelity, control adherence, and spatial-temporal
coherence. For temporal consistency, due to the step-wise
interaction nature of simulation, we design a noise modu-
lating temporal encoder with Gaussian blurring to encour-
age long-horizon autoregressive rollout of image sequences
without deteriorating distribution shifts. For spatial consis-
tency, a retrieval mechanism, which takes the spatially near-
est images as references, is introduced to to ensure scene-
level rendering fidelity during the generation process. The
spatial relations between target and reference are explicitly
modeled with 3D relative position encodings and the po-
tential over-reliance of reference images is mitigated with
hierarchical sampling and classifier-free guidance.

We compare the generation quality of Bench2Drive-R
with existing generative models and achieve state-of-the-art
performance. We further integrate Bench2Drive-R into nu-
Plan and evaluate the generative qualities with closed-loop
simulation results. We will open source our code.

Table 1. Evaluation Framework for E2E-AD models.

Sensor ~ Human Ego

Fiedlity Behavior Movement Reactive
Open-Loop [4] v v X X
Simulator [18, 44] X X v v
NAVSIM [15] 4 4 4 X
Bench2Drive-R v v v v

1. Introduction

End-to-end autonomous driving (E2E-AD) [32, 45, 91] has
recently gained pervasive attention from both industry and
academia [102]. Unlike traditional modular AD systems,
E2E-AD aims to directly predict future trajectories based
on raw sensor data. As still in its early stage, benchmarking
E2E-AD models remains an open problem. Existing evalu-
ation approaches can be categorized into three classes. (1)
Open-Loop Evaluation [4] typically measures displace-
ment errors between predicted trajectories and logged ex-
pert trajectories. Recent studies [14, 57, 105] reveal that
it suffers from imbalanced datasets, heavy reliance on ex-
pert ego state, and distribution shift, etc. (2) Closed-
Loop Simulation [11, 44, 69] utilizes simulators, such as
CARLA [18], to evaluate the planning performance in a re-
active way. However, there still remain notable gaps be-
tween simulator and real world from both rendering and
behavioral perspectives. (3) Recent work NAVSIM [15]
proposes an intermediate approach situated between open-
loop and closed-loop evaluation. It proposes a non-reactive
simulator and collects closed-loop evaluation metrics over a
short period of simulation horizon. Ego trajectories are pre-
dicted at the initial frame and kept fixed during the simula-
tion period. While it can provide realistic sensor images and
align more closely with closed-loop metrics than open-loop
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Figure 1. Different Paradigms of Generative Models for Autonomous Driving: (a) Single-Frame Image Generation [20, 80, 99], as
relatively early works, do not account for temporal generation. (b) Controllable Video Generation [65, 87, 90] focuses on generating
videos with controls for each frame, which is not suitable for interactive simulation. (c) Predictive Video Generation [21, 30, 88]
emphasizes the annotation-free training ability, which lacks the ability to adhere to control. (d) Interactive Image Generation: The
proposed framework leverages the power of generative models in an autoregressive manner, enabling high-frequency interactions with
end-to-end driving models and generating temporally consistent images. The integration of a rule-based behavioral controller simulates
the behavior of other driving agents to ensure a coherent world state and provides layout controls for the generative part of the framework.

displacement errors, it fails to capture the model’s planning
capabilities in scenarios where agent interactions [38, 41]
critically impact planning outcomes, such as merging into
traffic streams or lane changes in dense traffic. We compare
different paradigms for E2E-AD evaluation in Table 1.

One promising way to address the aforementioned chal-
lenges is to develop a reactive closed-loop simulation
framework capable of delivering authentic sensor data with
high fidelity and consistency. Considerable works have ex-
plored the application of generative models to autonomous
driving e.g. generating realistic sensor data, most of which
have focused on generating novel driving scenes primar-
ily for data augmentation in perception tasks. These ef-
forts include generating static BEV-conditioned driving sce-
narios for detection and online mapping [20, 80, 99], pro-
ducing video clips [65, 89, 90] for tasks such as tracking
and trajectory prediction, as well as using video diffusion
model as world models to implicitly simulate driving sce-
narios [21, 87, 113]. However, single-frame image gen-
eration lacks the constraint of temporal consistency while
video generation is not able to conduct step-by-step interac-
tions with E2E-AD models and thus could not be used in the
closed-loop interactive simulation. Fig. | gives comparison
of aforementioned generation paradigms.

To this end, we propose Bench2Drive-R, an interactive
generative method with autoregressive rollout for closed-
loop reactive evaluation for E2E-AD models. Specifically,
Bench2Drive-R consists of two parts: a reactive behav-

ioral controller and a generative renderer. We base our
behavioral controller on the widely used planning bench-
mark -nuPlan [46] while the generative renderer is based
on diffusion models [27] with condition controls [108].
At each iteration, E2E-AD models output planned actions
based on current sensor data. Then, the reactive behavioral
controller takes in this planning results and rollouts driving
scenario in the bounding box level (forwarding ego state and
other driving agents’ states). Finally, with the new states
of environments and previous steps as conditions, the gen-
erative renderer produces corresponding sensor data at the
updated frame, which is fed into E2E-AD models for next
action.

As a simulation-oriented generative renderer, several
unique characteristics could be utilized for better fidelity
and consistency: (1) For temporal consistency, the previ-
ous frame could always be used as conditions to provide pri-
ors. However, it introduces significant train-val gaps which
collapse generation easily due to the cumulative errors of
autoregressive generation. Thus, we propose a noise mod-
ulation module with Gaussian blurring during the training
process to let the model adapt to the defective conditions.
(2) For spatial consistency, our key observation is that the
static background could be retrieved from the database
and thus the uncertainty is eliminated. This point is quite
different from video generation models since their purpose
is to provide diverse samples while our goal is to provide
high-fidelity simulation. Thus, we retrieve the two frames
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Figure 2. Overall Framework: The proposed Bench2Drive-R is composed of two parts: a behavioral controller that executes ego actions
and generates behaviors of other driving agents; a generative renderer that produces multi-view sensor images in an autoregressive
manner. To improve fidelity, the generative renderer (1) utilizes previous-frame image for temporal consistency; (2) retrieves spatially
nearest reference image pair for background prior; (3) adheres to projected layout element controls for object-level consistency.

with lowest distance in the forward and backward direction
respectively and use them as conditions to guide the gener-
ation of static background.

We compare the proposed simulation-oriented genera-
tive renderer in Bench2Drive-R with state-of-the-art gen-
erative models for AD and demonstrate superior fidelity.
Further, we implement a closed-loop interactive end-to-
end simulation platform based on nuPlan. We compare
Bench2Drive-R with baseline generative methods by com-
paring the performance of the same E2E-AD models un-
der different renderers and Bench2Drive-R demonstrates
explicit advantages. We conduct ablation studies and case
analysis to evaluate the effectiveness of proposed module.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:

e We introduce Bench2Drive-R, the first generative (es-
pecially conditioned on real-world driving data), closed-
loop reactive simulation framework serving as an end-to-
end extension of the planning-only nuPlan.

¢ Different from the recent efforts [1, 21, 21, 30, 30, 33, 37,
37, 48, 48, 52, 87, 87, 88, 88-90, 94, 113, 113] of video
generation, we propose several simulation-oriented de-
signs, which significantly enhance the generation fidelity.

» Extensive experiments including ablation studies on the
nuScenes and nuPlan dataset show the effectiveness of
the whole proposed framework as well as each module.

2. Related Works
2.1. Benchmarks for End-to-End Driving Models

E2E-AD methods transform the entire AD system into a
learnable network to directly optimize the planning perfor-
mance. Over the years, E2E-AD has gradually developed

from taking only simulated sensor data [5, 6, 10, 12, 13,
29, 36, 42, 68, 69, 71, 75, 76, 92, 109, 111] to training on
real-world collected data [31, 32, 45, 54, 56, 78, 79, 91,
106, 110]. Many existing E2E models are evaluated on
the open-loop nuScenes protocol [4], where the displace-
ment errors between expert and predicted trajectories are
used as metrics. However, open-loop evaluation has signif-
icant limitations, as pointed out in [14, 57, 105]. As for
the closed-loop benchmarks, CARLA [18]’s simulation has
large gaps compared to real world in both rendering and be-
havior level while Waymax [22] and nuPlan [46] are limited
to bounding box level assessments. Recently, NAVSIM [15]
workarounds the problem by introducing an open-loop met-
ric PDMS which shows better correlation to close-loop met-
rics than displacement errors. However, NAVSIM assumes
other vehicles are not reactive and fixes the ego vehicle’s
behavior in the simulation period, which cannot reflect the
driving performance under highly interactive scenarios.

In this work, we aim to build a closed-loop interactive
end-to-end driving simulation, leveraging the recent huge
advance in generative models.

2.2. Generative and Restruction Models for AD

Diffusion models [27, 77] generate image by progressively
denoising a randomly sampled Gaussian noise. Recent ad-
vances in the field has allowed diffusion models to generate
photorealistic synthesis of images conditioned on various
input including text prompts, images, etc. [53, 66, 108]

In the field of autonomous driving, many works try to
synthesize novel street-view with generative models. A
line of works focus on using generated images as data
argumentation for downstream perception tasks. Some



works [20, 80, 96, 99, 107, 117] use bounding boxes and
map polylines as controls to generate single-frame driving
scene. Other works have advanced into the area of lay-
out controlled video generation with high temporal consis-
tency [1, 17, 24, 24, 33, 52, 58, 89, 90, 94, 95] and explore
the impact of synthesized data on detection [50, 118] and
prediction [39, 40, 43] tasks.

Another line of works [21, 30, 37, 48, 85, 87, 88, 113]
focuses on the predictive capability of generative mod-
els. They explore the possibility of turning video diffusion
model into generalizable driving world model of a fully dif-
ferentiable driving simulator, which rollouts world states in
pixel space based on input actions and behaviors. However,
such world models can’t guarantee a coherent world state
and fails to provide interactive interfaces for simulations.

Other efforts are spent on closing simulation with real-
ity with 3D reconstruction techniques, such as NeRF [23,
35, 62,70, 81, 101] and 3D GS [7, 8, 19, 34, 67, 82, 98,
103, 104, 112, 112, 116]. However, reconstruction meth-
ods are not fit for simulation task because of their costly
reconstructing processes and weak generalizability for out-
of-distribution driving cases.

In summary, none of existing works are very suitable
for simulation, which motivates us to design simulation
oriented Bench2Drive-R, featuring interactive generation.
There are also some concurrent works [64, 97, 100, 115]
probing into the area of closed-loop simulation with sensor
data, but they either resort to spatially-restricted 3D recon-
struction methods, which can’t provide fine-grind controls,
or fail to provide reactive, data-driven [63, 93] traffic simu-
lation.

3. Methods
3.1. Preliminaries

Latent Diffusion Model with Control. We use latent diffu-
sion model (LDM) [73] as the renderer module. LDM con-
sists of two components: a variational autoencoder (VAE),
which compresses input image to latent space with an en-
coder z = E(I) and reconstructs latent features to image
space with a decoder I = D(z), and a 2D U-Net, which
is trained by predicting the noise added to latent features at
timestep ¢ € (1,2,...,T). Training loss for LDM is:

Lrom = Ee,eno,1),teupo e [|lee — eo(ze:t,0)|[?] (D)

where z; is the noisy latent at timestep ¢, €y is the noise pre-
diction network to be trained, c is the control for conditional
generation. During inference, LDM generates images by it-
eratively removing U-Net-predicted noise from randomly
sampled Gaussian noise for T steps. For fair comparisons
with existing works [20], we adopt the pretrained Stable
Diffusion v1.5 as our base LDM.
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Figure 3. Structural Design of Generative Renderer. We de-
sign three additive modules to ensure controllable, consistent, and
interactive image generation. a) Temporal consistency module
incorporates previous frame images. Noise modulation module
helps prevent distribution drift during autoregressive rollout. b)
Projected Object-Level Control allows fine-grind controls over
the location and orientation of driving vehicles in the scenario.
¢) Retrieval Scene-Level Control ensures spatial consistency by
extracting multi-level features from nearest reference image pairs
injecting them into the ControlNet with attention mechanism.

Aside from using text prompt guidance in the original
LDM, Bench2Drive-R also incorporates pixel-space guid-
ance using ControlNet [108]. ControlNet creates a trainable
copy of the U-Net encoder. The outputs from each layer of
the ControlNet are added to the outputs of the correspond-
ing layer in the original U-Net encoders. ControlNet and
U-Net are connected via zero-conv module to prevent ran-
dom noise at the early stage of training.
nuPlan Simulator and Benchmark. nuPlan [46] is a
widely used reactive closed-loop planning benchmark based
on large-scale real world data. nuPlan divides a long real-
world driving journey into smaller, manageable driving sce-
narios. Each scenario has high-level navigation information
such as goal points and route plans. It also contains sensor
data collected along expert trajectories.

3.2. Overall Framework

In Bench2Drive-R, we base our behavioral controller on nu-

Plan simulator [46], which keeps track of all the structural

information of a driving scenario. At a given time ¢, the

simulator is able to provide the following information:

1. 3D bounding boxes and semantic labels: B; =
{(bi,ci)}év:bl, where b; = ($j,yj,2’j)§:1 € R®<3 g
the bounding boxes for both dynamic and static ob-
jects (cars, pedestrians, obstacles, etc.) within a specific
range; ¢; € Cpoy 18 the semantic label.
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2. Vectorized map elements: M, = {(v;,c;)} Y™, where
v; = (xj,yj);.vz“l represents vertices for polygon map
elements (roadblocks, cross-walk regions, etc.) and in-
terior points for linestring map elements (lane dividers,
stop lines, etc.); ¢; € Cpqp represents the map class.

3. Ego states: E; € R<, including ego velocity, accelera-
tion, steering angle, ego-to-global matrix etc.

4. Camera parameters: K = {K; € R***}Yeam where
K, is the camera transformation matrix composed of in-
trinsic and extrinsic matrices that transforms points from
Lidar coordinate system to image coordinate system.

5. Original recorded sensor images with global ego co-
ordinates: {(coord;,I; >}r1’ where Ny is the number
of total frames in current scenario; coord; is the po-
sition of ego vehicle under global coordinate system;
I ef g RNeamxCxHXW represents sensor images col-
lected by N, cameras. Note that they are recordings
of human driving and could not be directly used during
simulation since the evaluated E2E-AD methods could
behave differently from experts.

During simulation as shown in Fig. 2, at each step,
(1)The evaluated E2E-AD agent yields a planned trajec-
tory Tr; = {(z, yz)} ; based on current images Iy and
ego states E;, where Tf is the length of prediction. (2)
Then, the behavioral controller executes the predicted
trajectory Tr; and generates behaviors of other driving
agents to update bounding boxes, map elements, and ego
status. In this work, we adopt nuPlan’s rule-based IDM pol-
icy [83] while it could also be learning-based models [51]
for traffic simulation [46]. (3) Finally, the proposed gener-
ative renderer generates new surrounding images I, ;
based on aforementioned information in the scene. The
three steps are iteratively executed during the closed-loop
simulation.

3.3. Generative Renderer

The key innovation of Bench2Drive-R is the generative ren-
derer, which is composed of Latent Diffusion Model (we
adopt pretrained Stable Diffusion v1.5) and ControlNet. As
shown in Fig. 3, we unify multiple simulation oriented de-
signs into a ControlNet encoder to achieve controllable,
consistent, and interactive surrounding image generation in
AD scenarios based on given conditions from behavioral
controller and database. We demonstrate the details in the
following sections.

3.3.1 Temporal Consistency Module & Mitigation of
Autoregressive Distribution Shift

Different from video diffusion models [2, 3, 28] which im-
prove temporal consistency by introducing attention along
temporal axis of the noise, Bench2Drive-R, as an autore-
gressive interactive generation method, improves temporal
consistency by encoding previously generated images I;_;
with ControlNet [108]. Specifically, We encode I;_; into
latent space with the same VAE encoder as Stable Diffu-
sion’s and send it into the ControlNet encoder. The output
hidden features from each layer of ControlNet are directly
added to the corresponding layers of the U-Net encoder, as
in Fig. 3.

However, utilizing the previous image introduces a train-
val gap issue. During training, the previous images are al-
ways ground-truth while during inference, previous images
are from generation which have gaps with real world ones,
even slightly. As a result, due to the recurrent nature of
autoregressive generation, the error accumulates and could
finally collapse the generation, as shown in Fig.4 (Left). It
is called teacher-forcing [49] or distribution shift [74] issue.

Since the deterioration stems from over-reliance on pre-
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vious images [84], we propose noise modulation with
Gaussian blur to address the issue. Specifically, during
training, previous-frame images are firstly encoded into la-
tent space to get conditional previous latent zp.ev. Then a
random level of Gaussian noise is added to zp,ev. The noise
level is also input into the ControlNet encoder, which can
be formulated as:

Cprev = 5(\/ QnZprev + V1 — Qné; n) 2

where & represents the ControlNet encoder; ¢ € N(0,1)
is the randomly sampled Gaussian noise and n. € [0, N].
The noise-adding policy is similar to the training strategy
of diffusion models [27, 77], where the noise level n here is
analogous to the timestep ¢ in diffusion models. To further
avoid accumulation of high-frequency artifacts, we apply
Gaussian blurring to previous-frame images. As shown in
Fig. 4 and later experiments, the proposed techniques could
effectively alleviate the deterioration issue.

3.3.2 Projected Object-Level Control

This module follows existing generative models for AD [87,
89] and we do not claim it as our contributions. Dur-
ing simulation, the object-level information B, and M, is
available from behavioral controller. Thus, to adopt them
as control information, we project 3D bounding boxes B;
and vectorized map elements M, Lidar coordinate system
to 2D perspective view using the provided camera param-
eters P [20, 87, 89]. Then we plot the projected discrete
coordinates to form a set of binary masks of the same size
with input images B#sk ¢ RICoox X HXW and Vmask ¢
RICmar X HXW WWe incorporate object semantic information
by assigning each class its own dedicated channel. The two
kinds of object level controls are concatenated and encoded
into the latent space with a simple convolutional network.

Then, these encoded control signals are injected into the
denoising process using the same ControlNet encoder de-
scribed in Section 3.3.1. Our projected object-level control
can be formulated as:

Coro = £ (Conv(Cat(Bask Mmasky)) (3)

3.3.3 Retrieval based Scene-Level Control

Generative models are susceptible to creating fictitious ar-
tifacts [16]. Previous studies on generative models for au-
tonomous driving have primarily focused on generating a
diverse range of driving scenes [20, 89] to enhance the
ground-truth dataset, effectively serving as a form of data
augmentation. By contrast, for the proposed simulation
framework, fidelity is the most important factor for gen-
erative renderer since the tasks of enhancing diversity is
assigned to the initial scenario selection and the behav-
ioral controller. In other words, we expect the diffusion
models to faithfully follow controls and conditions, akin to
a meticulous oil painter, rather than behaving like an artist
who seeks to create diverse interpretations.

To achieve this, one key observation is that the back-
ground of scene could be deterministically decided by
referring to recordings {(coord;, Ii)}f\;fl since the back-
ground is static. Thus, for high fidelity, extra control condi-
tions could be applied by retrieval to eliminate uncertainty.
Specifically, the two frames within recordings with clos-
est distance (one from ahead of the ego vehicle and one
from behind) to current location of ego agent are retrieved:

P = {(coord;—coord.g,) - vego}ﬁ\gl

Irent — 1 {argmin Pl} s Lepr =1 [argmax P;
i; Pi >0 i; P; <0

] “)

The two retrieved images are encoded by an image encoder
(e.g., ResNet) and put into ControlNet as key and value in
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an additional cross-attention module so that the generation
of current frames could find correspondence of background.

Further, since the spatial relations between current frame
and the two reference frames could be explicitly calculated
based on coordinate transformation, we consider injecting
pixel-wise spatial relations information into cross atten-
tion. Specifically, pixel-wise 3D position encodings are
adopted similarly to [59, 60]. A discrete meshgrid P of size
(H,W, D, 4) in camera frustum space is calculated for all
images, where D is the number of points sampled along the
depth axis. Then, the meshgrid is transformed from camera
frustum space to current ego coordinate system with cam-
era transformation matrix P42 = K~!P for both cur-
rent frame Py, and the two reference frames P,¢. Finally,
P, serves as the PE of query while P, serves as PE of
key within the cross attention of ControlNet (Fig. 5 (a)(b)):
H/

cur

= Attn(Q = Heyr + Pegoa K = Hper+ Pref7 V= Href)

&)
which enables thecurrent frame to find the correspondence
in reference images so that it can follow the static back-
ground and generate the transformed pixels.

By utilizing retrieval-based conditions, the street scene
on both sides of the ego vehicle is deterministic and the
generative renderer is only responsible for generating co-
herent images. However, this introduces another train-val
gap challenge. During training, if we simply retrieve the
nearest images, they would always be the preceding and
following frames within a small distance range while
during inference, E2E-AD agents could behave differ-
ently from experts and thus the distance to reference im-
ages could be far, shown in Fig. 5 (c). As aresult, the train-
ing would cause the model to overly rely on references and
collapse in the large deviation situations during inference.
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Figure 7. Case Study on Influence of Different Training Sam-
pling Strategies. Hierarchical sampling strategy preserves gener-
ation quality even under large deviation during inference.
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Figure 8. Reference CFG lessens reliance on reference frames
and enhances foreground object authenticity.

To address the issue, we propose to let the model see
reference images in a wide range of distance during
training. Specifically, for each training sample, we em-
ploy a hierarchical sampling technique where reference im-
ages are selected out of one of the three distance intervals
(2m-5m, 5m-10m, or 10m-15m) based on a pre-assigned
probability to balance the sampling. In this work, we assign
the probability to be (0.1, 0.3, 0.6), significantly increasing
long-distance samples compared with simple nearest frames
sampling, as in Fig. 6. The proposed sampling makes the
model adapt to highly divergent reference images, effec-
tively narrowing the train-val gap and notably improving the
generation quality and model’s numerical stability. Fig. 7
gives an example of long-range deviation and the genera-
tion results under different training strategies.

Further, we observe that the generation process might
overly rely on reference images and thus leads to bad gener-
alization ability. To alleviate the issue, we apply classifier-
free guidance (CFG) [26] to reference image, dubbed ref-
erence CFG, where we randomly substitute reference im-
ages with empty images during training. Similar to standard
CFG, at each denoising step during inference, we weighted
sum the two predicted noise, one with reference images and
one without. As shown in Fig. 8, reference-CFG alleviates
model’s reliance on reference image, resulting in more au-



Table 2. Comparisons of FID, 3D object detection and BEV segmentation on nuScenes validation set. * means our replication.

Method FID BEVFormer [55] BEVFusion [61] (Camera Branch) StreamPETR [86]
NDST mAPT mAOE]| | NDST mAP{ mAOE| mloU? | NDST mAP?T
Oracle - 53.50 45.61 0.35 4120 3553 0.56 57.09 | 57.10 48.20
BEVControl [99] | 24.85 | 28.68 19.64 0.78 - - - - - -
MagicDrive* [20] | 16.20 | 25.76  14.07 0.79 2335 1254 0.77 28.94 | 35.51 21.41
Panacea [89] 16.69 - - - - - - - 32.10 -
Panacea+ [90] 15.50 - - - - - - - 34.60 -
Bench2Drive-R 1095 | 3470 20.11 0.48 2575 13.53 0.73 42,75 | 40.23 24.04
Table 3. Performance of UniAD’s Different Tasks in nuScenes. * means our replication.
Method Detection BEV Segmentation Planning Occupancy
NDS [4]T mAP?T | Lanest Drivablet Dividert Crossing? | avg.L2(m)] avg.Col.] mloU?T
Oracle 49.85 37.98 | 31.31 69.14 25.93 14.36 1.05 0.29 63.7
MagicDrive* [20] 29.35 14.09 | 23.73 55.28 18.83 6.57 1.18 0.33 54.6
Bench2Drive-R 33.04 15.16 25.5 56.53 21.27 8.67 1.15 0.31 55.5

thentic foreground objects generation.

4. Experiment
4.1. Experimental Setups
4.1.1 Dataset

We conduct detection evaluation and open-loop planning
evaluation on nuScenes dataset [4] and closed-loop plan-
ning evaluation on nuPlan dataset [46].

We use the nuScenes’s official train-val-test split while
for nuplan, we use the mini split (around 5 times larger than
nuScenes) due to limited computational resource.

4.1.2 Training and Inference

We base the behavior controller in our framework on
nuPlan [46] simulators and our generative renderer on
SDv1.5 [72]. Pretrained weights are used to initialize the
U-Net layers.

At the training stage, we optimize our renderer for 50k
steps with a total batch-size of 114 on nuScenes, and for
140k steps with a total batch-size of 64 on nuPlan. The
learning rate is set to be le — 4 and cosine-annealing sched-
uler is employed with warm-up steps to be 3k steps. We
assign the drop-out rate of retrieved reference images to be
0.2, and Reference CFG’s guidance scale is set to be 2 at
inference time.

During inference, following [20], images are sampled
using the UniPC [114] scheduler for 20 steps. All sensor
images are sampled at a spatial resolution of 400 x 224 and
then upsampled to the original size with bicubic [47] inter-
polation, namely 1600 x 900 for nuScenes and 2000 x 1200
for nuPlan. We use the official UniAD pretrained weight on

nuScenes and train an 8-views version of VAD on nuPlan
dataset. Although the simulation frequency of nuPlan sim-
ulator is 10Hz, we follow the convention in the community
and set the inference frequency of VAD to be 2Hz, and use
the most recently predicted trajectory to propagate world
state at the intermediate frames.

4.1.3 Maetrics

Following existing works, we evaluate the generation qual-
ity with Frechet Inception Distance (FID) [25], which
measures the distance between the distributions of real
and generated images, reflecting image synthesis quality.
The layout conformity of Bench2Drive-R generative ren-
derer is evaluated through performing object detection and
BEV segmentation on the generated images. Widely used
baselines BEVFormer [55] and BEVFusion [61] (camera
branch) are selected. To evaluate the temporal consis-
tency of the generated image sequence, we employ state-
of-the-art streaming perception models StreamPETR [86].
StreamPETR features the reuse of agent queries from pre-
vious frames and thus improved perception scores indicate
better temporal consistency. To evaluate the influence on
planning, we employ UniAD [32] and VAD [45] for open-
loop and closed-loop evaluation respectively.

For closed-loop evaluation, we employ CLS (Closed-
Loop Score) defined by the official nuPlan challenge. CLS
is a scenario-based metric, which comprehensively com-
bine multiple aspects of driving performance assessments
including drivable area compliance, collision time, progress
along the driving direction, comfort, etc.



Table 4. Open-Loop Planning Ablation

Table 5. Noise & Gaussian Blur Ablation

Table 6. Closed-Loop Planning

Temporal Retrieval Detection | Planning Noise  Gaussian FID Method BEVFormer R-CLS
Consistency Ref NDSt |avg.L2(m)] Modulation Blur | 0.5s 1s 15s 2s cthods NDSt mAPY|
X X |2106] 21.80 1.19 x 12.68 1609 23.77 3179 1,6 Replay 0.05 0.03 |27.24
v X 1404| 2575 117 j o 122(7) iz-g: i:;i i:éj No Ref & No Prev|23.31 1221 | 28.56
sta= X o A X .
v v 1095 | 33.04 1.15 v std=2 11555 18.14 19.11 19.79 Bench2Drive-R 28.23 17.23 | 30.49

e e, ————————

Figure 9. Closed-Loop Interactive Simulation in nuPlan. Generated image sequences under three different E2E-AD agent behaviors.

4.2. Main Results
4.2.1 Quantitative Analysis

Generation Quality and Controllability. We evaluate the
generation capability of Bench2Drive-R’s generative ren-
derer with nuScenes validation dataset. As shown in Tab. 2,
Bench2Drive-R outperforms baselines BEVControl [99],
MagicDrive [20], Panacea [89] and Panacea+ [90] in gen-
eration quality, yielding notably lower FID score. For con-
trollability, better perception and segmentation scores are
achieved on Bench2Drive-R-generated images, indicating
better generation precision for objects and map elements.
Temporal Consistency. Bench2Drive-R can yield consis-
tent sensor image sequence over a long horizon, which is
crucial for perception models with high temporal reliance.
As shown in Tab. 2, perception scores with StreamPETR are
notably better than the baseline method. This demonstrates
the effectiveness of our method in improving temporal con-
sistency under autoregressive generation setting.
Open-Loop Evaluation. As in Tab. 3, UniAD performs
better on Bench2Drive-R generated image sequences than
baselines under nuScenes open-loop evaluation protocol.
Closed-Loop Planning. We integrate the Bench2Drive-R
framework into nuPlan for closed-loop reactive simula-

tion. We adopt the Vall4 evaluation split [14]. However,
since only 10% scenes in nuPlan have sensor data, we filter
10 full clips from each of the 14 scenarios and report R-CLS
score and perception score. We use two simple image ac-
quisition methods to serve as baselines, log replaying (col-
lecting images with corresponding timestep from recorded
ego trajectories) and static frame generation with no previ-
ous prior or reference frames.

As is shown in Tab. 6, Bench2Drive-R’s perception
scores are notably higher than baseline methods, indicat-
ing sensor images’ great adherence to bbox-level simulation
environment and the efficacy of our methods. However, R-
CLS of VAD exhibits only a marginal improvement. This is
because VAD, which adopts an imitation learning paradigm,
is not capable of coping with long horizon closed-loop sim-
ulation, which is aligned with previous findings [9]. Driving
scores of VAD tend to drop to zero at the early stage of sim-
ulations due to its limited capability. We provide more case
studies for VAD planning ability in Section 4.4.

4.2.2 Qualitative Analysis

Closed-Loop Interactive Simulation. As in Fig. 9,
Bench2Drive-R is able to generate high-fidelity images un-
der different behaviors of E2E-AD agents.



Figure 10. Generalizability. Out-of-distribution generation re-
sults under scenarios absent in the training dataset.

Generalizability. As in Fig. 10, Bench2Drive-R can gen-
erate authentic sensor images even under scenarios absent
in training dataset, demonstrating the rich real-world prior
knowledge in the pretrained diffusion model.

4.3. Ablative Study

Designs of Generative Renderer. In Tab. 4, we ablate the
two proposed simulation oriented designs and results show
that task performance improves along with the modules we
add, demonstrating their effectiveness.

Noise Modulation with Gaussian Blurring As shown in
Tab. 5, directly encoding previous images leads to fast dete-
rioration while with noise modulation and a proper level of
Gaussian noise added, generalization quality remains stable
during autoregressive generation process.

3D Positional Encoding. As shown in Fig. 11, with the
explicit spatial transformation information provided by 3D
PE, generated images exhibit pixel-level correspondence.

4.4. Analysis on VAD Planning Performance

We provide some typical failure cases of VAD in Fig. 12. As
suggested by Fig. 12 (a) and (b), VAD is hard to start from
static states, and is unable to slow down even when there
are slow cars in the front. This proves the findings [9, 105]
that imitation based driving models are likely to take short-
cuts from current kinetic states during training, developing
an overly reliance on ego states while ignoring other infor-
mation during inference.

In Fig 12 (c), VAD’s planning results are very close to
ground-truth trajectory at the early stage of a left turn. How-
ever, the ego car gradually deviates from the original route
because of accumulated errors and the model can’t adapt
to the changes and hit the roadblock. This result intermedi-
ately reflects that the now commonly-used open-loop proto-
cols is not capable of evaluating model’s true driving ability.

10
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Figure 11. Effect for 3D Positional Encoding. 3D PE provides
explicit spatial transition information, which effectively avoids
spacial unawareness.

5. More Qualitative Results
5.1. Generation Quality

As shown in Fig. 14, Bench2Drive-R is capable of gener-
ating high-fidelity panoramic images under diverse driving
scenarios.

5.2. Controllability & Spacial Consistency

We demonstrate the controllability of Bench2Drive-R by re-
moving all object bounding boxes in a driving scenarios, as
shown in Fig. 13. For each scenario, we generate two sets of
images, one with bounding boxes and one without. Despite
the radical changes of object control signals, Bench2Drive-
R is able to achieve high spacial consistency at the back-
ground level and removes all foreground objects in the sce-
nario (including driving cars and pedestrians), demonstrat-
ing the efficacy of our designs for the generative renderer.

5.3. More Interactive Simulation Visualization

We provide more interactive simulation results in
Fig. 15 16 17. For each driving scenario, we let the
ego driving agent conduct two different behaviors.
Bench2Drive-R ensures great spatial-temporal consistency,
providing a coherent simulation environment.

6. Conclusion

We present Bench2Drive-R, a simulation-oriented genera-
tive framework that enables reactive closed-loop evaluation
for end-to-end driving models. We prove the efficacy of the
simulation-oriented designs through thorough experiments.



a) Fail to Start

,
I'—‘
-]

c) Not Sharp Enough Turning

Figure 12. Typical Failure Cases of VAD We select three typical failure cases of VAD: failing to start, accelerating when there are cars
in the front and failing to take turns. The white box is the ego car; green boxes are other driving cars; the green line is the planned ego

trajectory and the orange line is logged expert trajectory.

Figure 13. Controllability and Spatial Consistency For each set of images, the upper row is generated with object bounding boxes and
the lower row without. Bench2Drive-R abides strictly by the control signals while maintaining high background consistency.
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Figure 14. Generated Images In NuScenes and NuPlan. Bench2Drive-R is capable of generating diverse driving scenarios with high
fidelity.
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Figure 15. Interactive Simulation Result. Views with most conspicuous differences are highlighted with red boxes.

13



Figure 16. Interactive Simulation Result. Views with most conspicuous differences are highlighted with red boxes.
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Figure 17. Interactive Simulation Result. Views with most conspicuous differences are highlighted with red boxes.
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