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Abstract

Low-altitude mobility, exemplified by unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), has introduced transformative advancements across var-
ious domains, like transportation, logistics, and agriculture. Leveraging flexible perspectives and rapid maneuverability, UAVs
extend traditional systems’ perception and action capabilities, garnering widespread attention from academia and industry. How-
ever, current UAV operations primarily depend on human control, with only limited autonomy in simple scenarios, and lack the
intelligence and adaptability needed for more complex environments and tasks. The emergence of large language models (LLMs)
demonstrates remarkable problem-solving and generalization capabilities, offering a promising pathway for advancing UAV in-
telligence. This paper explores the integration of LLMs and UAVs, beginning with an overview of UAV systems’ fundamental
components and functionalities, followed by an overview of the state-of-the-art in LLM technology. Subsequently, it systemat-
ically highlights the multimodal data resources available for UAVs, which provide critical support for training and evaluation.
Furthermore, it categorizes and analyzes key tasks and application scenarios where UAVs and LLMs converge. Finally, a reference

. roadmap towards agentic UAVs is proposed, aiming to enable UAVSs to achieve agentic intelligence through autonomous perception,
() memory, reasoning, and tool utilization. Related resources are available at https://github.com/Hub-Tian/UAVs_Meet LLMs.
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1. Introduction Recent advancements in artificial intelligence, particularly in
foundation models (FMs) such as ChatGPT, SORA, and vari-
ous Al-generated content (AIGC) frameworks, have catalyzed
significant transformations across industries. Large language
models (LLMs) are endowed with near-human levels of com-
monsense reasoning and generalization capabilities, enabling
advanced understanding, flexible adaptation, and real-time re-
sponsiveness in diverse applications. The integration of LLMs
with UAV systems offers a promising avenue to enhance auton-
omy, providing UAVs with advanced reasoning capabilities and
enabling more effective responses to dynamic environments.

The rapid development of UAVs has introduced transforma-
tive solutions for monitoring and transportation across various
sectors, including intelligent transportation, logistics, agricul-
ture, and industrial inspection. With their flexible spatial mo-
bility, UAVs significantly enhance the perception and decision-

- - making capabilities of intelligent systems, offering a robust ap-
.~ proach for upgrading traditional systems and improving opera-
tional efficiency. Given these advantages, UAV technology has
attracted substantial attention from both academic researchers
and industry practitioners.
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Despite their promise, the majority of UAVs currently de-
pend on human operators for flight control. This dependency
not only incurs high labor costs but also introduces safety risks,
as operators are limited by the range and sensitivity of on-
board sensors when assessing environmental conditions. Such
limitations impede the scalability and broader application of
UAVs in complex environments. Furthermore, UAV flight con-
trol is inherently challenging due to the high degrees of free-
dom in movement and the need for precise navigation, obstacle
avoidance, and real-time environmental perception, all of which
complicate the path toward fully autonomous flight.

'Equal contribution

Initial studies have explored integrating LLMs with UAVs in
areas such as navigation [1, 2], perception[3, 4], planning [5, 6].
These early efforts highlight the potential of combining LLMs
with UAV systems to foster more sophisticated autonomous be-
haviors. However, there remains a lack of systematic reviews
on the integration of LLMs and UAVs, particularly regarding
the frameworks and methodologies that support this interdis-
ciplinary convergence. To advance the understanding of UAV
and LLM integration, this paper provides a systematic review
of the existing frameworks and methodologies, offering insights
into the potential pathways for further advancing this interdis-
ciplinary convergence. The main contributions of this paper are
as follows.
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Figure 1: Main sections and the structure of this paper

1. A comprehensive background on the integration of UAVs
and FMs is provided, outlining the fundamental compo-
nents and functional modules of UAV systems as well as
the summary of typical FMs. Additionally, a detailed enu-
meration of publicly available dataset resources is pro-
vided, highlighting their critical role in supporting the
development, training, and evaluation of intelligent UAV
systems.

A comprehensive review of recent studies on the integra-

tion of LLMs with UAVs is conducted, identifying es-

sential methodologies, diverse applications, and key chal-
lenges in areas such as navigation, perception, and plan-
ning tasks.

3. A design framework for Agentic UAVs is proposed, out-
lining the necessary architecture and capabilities to enable
UAVs to achieve autonomous perception, reasoning, mem-
ory, and tool utilization, paving the way for their advance-
ment into more intelligent and adaptable systems.

Through these contributions, we aim to provide a founda-
tional overview of the current research landscape at the in-
tersection of UAV technology and LLMs, highlight emerging
trends and challenges, and propose directions for future inves-

tigation. This survey aspires to serve as a reference for re-
searchers and practitioners seeking to leverage LLM capabil-
ities to advance UAV autonomy and broaden the application
potential of unmanned low-altitude mobility systems. The or-
ganization of this paper is illustrated in Fig. 1. The system
knowledge of UAVs and Foundation Models (FMs) is intro-
duced from three perspectives: system foundation, model foun-
dation, and data foundation. Subsequently, the integration of
UAVs with FMs is explored, highlighting the state of the arts
(SOTAS) in various tasks and applications. Finally, the archi-
tecture of agentic UAVs is proposed, outlining the objectives
for future development.

2. Systematic Overview of UAV Systems

This section provides a brief overview of intelligent UAVs
from the perspectives of functional modules and embodied
configurations. The functional modules encompass the core
components of UAV systems, including the perception mod-
ule, planning module, communication module, control module,
navigation module, human-drone interaction module, and pay-
load module, highlighting their roles and contributions to UAV



functionality, as demonstrated in Fig. 2. The embodied config-
uration aspect focuses on the structural characteristics of UAV
systems, covering the designs and applications of fixed-wing
UAVs[7], multirotor UAVs [8, 9], unmanned helicopters [10],
and hybrid UAVs [11]. Furthermore, focusing on swarm intel-
ligence for UAVs, this section summarizes the advancements in
UAV swarm technologies, including communication strategies,
formation control methods, and collaborative decision-making
mechanisms.

2.1. Functional Modules of UAVs

2.1.1. Perception Module

The Perception Module serves as the UAV’s “eyes and ears,”
collecting and interpreting data from a variety of onboard sen-
sors to build a comprehensive understanding of the surround-
ing environment. These sensors include RGB cameras, event-
based cameras, thermal cameras, 3D cameras, LiDAR, radar,
and ultrasonic sensors [12]. By converting raw sensor data
into actionable insights, such as detecting obstacles, identify-
ing landmarks, and assessing terrain features. The Perception
Module provides the situational awareness essential for safe and
autonomous flight [13, 14].

Beyond basic environmental monitoring, the Perception
Module also supports collaborative tasks in multi-UAV oper-
ations, including the detection and tracking of other drones to
facilitate coordinated swarm behavior. Advanced computer vi-
sion and machine learning techniques play a pivotal role in this
process, enhancing the accuracy and robustness of object de-
tection [15, 16], semantic segmentation [17, 18], and motion
estimation [19, 20]. Sensor fusion methods are often employed
to combine complementary data sources, such as fusing LIDAR
depth maps with high-resolution camera imagery, thereby mit-
igating the limitations of individual sensors while capitalizing
on their unique strengths [21, 22]. This robust, multimodal per-
ception framework enables UAVs to adapt to changing condi-
tions (e.g., varying lighting, dynamic environments) and carry
out complex missions with minimal human intervention.

2.1.2. Navigation Module

he Navigation Module is responsible for translating the
planned trajectories from the Planning Module into precise
flight paths by continuously estimating and adjusting the UAV’s
position, orientation, and velocity [23]. To achieve this, it re-
lies on a variety of onboard sensors [24], such as GPS [25, 26],
inertial measurement units [27, 28], visual odometry, and baro-
metric sensors or magnetometers to gather real-time informa-
tion about the UAV’s state [29, 30]. Sensor-fusion algorithms,
including Kalman filters (e.g., Extended or Unscented Kalman
Filters) and particle filters, are employed to integrate data from
disparate sources, enhancing the reliability and accuracy of
state estimation.

In GPS-denied or cluttered environments, the Navigation
Module may employ simultaneous localization and mapping
techniques or visual SLAM to provide robust localization and
environment mapping [31, 29, 32, 33, 34]. Such advanced so-
lutions enable the UAV to maintain a high level of situational

awareness even when traditional satellite-based positioning is
unavailable or unreliable. By ensuring accurate state estimation
and smooth trajectory tracking, the Navigation Module plays a
critical role in maintaining overall flight stability and guaran-
teeing that the UAV adheres to the mission plan throughout its
operational timeframe.

2.1.3. Planning Module

The Planning Module is pivotal in translating high-level mis-
sion objectives into concrete flight trajectories and actions, re-
lying on input from the Perception Module to ensure safe nav-
igation [35, 36]. Path-planning algorithms span a broad range
of techniques aimed at computing feasible and often optimized
routes around obstacles. These methods include heuristic algo-
rithms such as the A= algorithm [37], Evolutionary Algorithms
[38], Simulated Annealing [39, 40], Particle Swarm Optimiza-
tion [41, 42, 43], Pigeon-Inspired Optimization [44], Artificial
Bee Colony [45, 46], etc. Machine learning approaches, in-
cluding Neural Networks [47, 48, 49], and Deep Reinforce-
ment Learning [50, 51]Jare also employed for more adaptive
and data-driven planning. Additionally, sampling-based strate-
gies like Rapidly-exploring Random Trees offer flexible frame-
works for dealing with high-dimensional or dynamically chang-
ing environments [52]. By leveraging one or a combination
of these methods, UAVs are able to devise safe, collision-
free trajectories that optimize key performance metrics, such as
travel time, energy consumption, or overall mission efficiency.
[53, 54, 44, 55]. These techniques enable UAVs to operate au-
tonomously within complex or uncertain environments by con-
tinuously adapting their planned path in real-time, particularly
important when unforeseen changes occur in terrain, obstacle
locations, or mission parameters.

In multi-UAV or swarm operations, the Planning Module
also plays a key role in coordinating flight routes among in-
dividual drones, ensuring collision avoidance and maintaining
cohesive group behaviors [56, 57, 58]. This collaborative plan-
ning capability not only enhances mission efficiency but also
reduces the risk of inter-UAV interference. By dynamically up-
dating trajectories and sharing relevant information, the Plan-
ning Module underpins robust, reliable operations that align
with overall mission goals.

2.1.4. Control Module

The Control Module is responsible for generating low-level
commands that regulate the UAV’s actuators—including mo-
tors, servos, and other control surfaces—to maintain stable and
responsive flight. Acting as the “muscle” of the system, it con-
tinuously adjusts key parameters such as altitude, velocity, ori-
entation, and attitude in response to real-time feedback from
onboard sensors. By closing the control loop with reference
inputs provided by the Navigation and Planning Modules, the
Control Module ensures that the UAV adheres to desired flight
trajectories and mission objectives [59, 60].

To manage potential disturbances (e.g., wind gusts, pay-
load variations) and compensate for modeling uncertain-
ties, a variety of classical and modern control strategies



are employed.  Traditional approaches, such as Propor-
tional-Integral-Derivative control [61, 62], offer simplicity and
ease of implementation, while more advanced techniques like
Model Predictive Control enable predictive action based on sys-
tem dynamics and constraints. Adaptive control methods fur-
ther enhance performance by adjusting control parameters in
real time as the characteristics of the system evolve [63, 64].
Other robust strategies, such as sliding-mode control or nonlin-
ear control can be used for particularly challenging operating
conditions, providing resilience against sensor noise and sud-
den environmental changes [65, 66].

In multi-rotor UAVs, for example, the Control Module finely
tunes individual motor speeds to achieve the appropriate thrust
and torque distributions for stable flight, whereas in fixed-wing
platforms, it manipulates aerodynamic surfaces to maintain or
alter flight paths [67, 68, 69]. This tight integration of sensor
feedback, control algorithms, and actuator commands allows
the UAV to respond quickly to deviations and external pertur-
bations, ensuring smooth and reliable operations throughout the
mission.

2.1.5. Communication Module

The Communication Module underpins all data exchanges
between the UAV, ground control stations, and other external
entities, such as satellites, edge devices, or cloud-based ser-
vices, ensuring that critical telemetry, control, and payload in-
formation flows seamlessly. Typical communication methods
range from short-range radio frequency systems and Wi-Fi links
to more sophisticated, longer-range networks like 4G, 5G, or
even satellite-based links, each selected to meet the specific
mission requirements regarding bandwidth, latency, and range
[70,71,72,73].

In UAV swarm operations, the Communication Module be-
comes particularly vital, it relays commands to and from ground
control and facilitates inter-UAV coordination by sharing sit-
uational data (e.g., positions, sensor readings) in real time
[73, 74]. Robust communication protocols often augmented
with encryption and authentication mechanisms guard against
unauthorized access and malicious interference, while tech-
niques like adaptive channel selection and multi-hop ad-hoc
routing can mitigate signal degradation and ensure reliable con-
nectivity in dynamic environments [75]. By managing and pri-
oritizing different data streams (telemetry, payload, command
and control), the Communication Module serves as the back-
bone that keeps all subsystems in sync and supports the UAV’s
overall operational objectives [76].

2.1.6. Interaction Module

The Interaction Module is designed to facilitate seamless
communication and collaboration between the UAV and human
operators or other agents in the operating environment [77, 78].
It encompasses user interfaces and interaction paradigms that
may include voice commands, gesture recognition, augmented
or virtual reality displays, or touchscreen-based data visualiza-
tion systems [79, 80, 81, 82, 83]. Additional methods such
as adaptive user interface design that tailors the displayed in-
formation to the operator’s skill level and workload, or hap-

tic feedback mechanisms that provide tactile alerts for critical
events can further enhance situational awareness and user expe-
rience [84]. These interfaces enable ground personnel to issue
high-level commands, review mission progress, and intervene
when necessary, ensuring that operators maintain oversight and
decision-making authority [85].

In swarm or multi-UAV contexts, the Interaction Module be-
comes even more integral. It not only allows central decision
makers to coordinate multiple drones but also enables human
operators to receive aggregated situational data from across the
swarm, potentially flagging anomalies or emergent behaviors
in real time. These human-UAV interaction channels are par-
ticularly critical in collaborative missions (for example, search
and rescue, environmental monitoring, or infrastructure inspec-
tion), where on-the-spot guidance or feedback may be required
to adapt the UAVs’ behavior to evolving conditions [86, 87, 88].
By providing robust mechanisms for manual overrides and real-
time communication, the Interaction Module strikes a balance
between autonomous operation and human-in-the-loop super-
vision, enhancing both mission effectiveness and operational
safety [87, 89, 90].

2.1.7. Payload Module

The Payload Module oversees the equipment or cargo the
UAV carries to accomplish its mission objectives. Depend-
ing on the task, these payloads may range from cameras for
surveillance, to delivery packages, to advanced sensors for
environmental monitoring, to specialized hardware for tasks
such as search and rescue [91]. Consequently, the Payload
Module must address a variety of operational needs, including
power supply, secure data transmission, mechanical support,
and proper stabilization to ensure reliable performance under
diverse conditions [59, 92].

In practice, this module often integrates features such as vi-
bration damping, thermal management, and secure mounting
solutions to protect delicate components and maintain opti-
mal functionality during flight. Moreover, in some UAV de-
signs, the Payload Module is designed to be interchangeable.
This modular approach, which typically employs standardized
mounting and connectivity interfaces, enables rapid swapping
of payloads and streamlines the process of configuring a UAV
for different mission profiles. As a result, operators can expand
the drone’s capabilities without requiring an entirely new plat-
form, thereby enhancing flexibility and reducing both deploy-
ment time and cost [93, 94, 95, 96] .

Overall, the Payload Module plays a crucial role in bridging
the UAV’s core flight systems with the mission-specific tools
essential for achieving operational objectives. By accommo-
dating a wide range of payloads and ensuring they are powered,
protected, and efficiently connected, the Payload Module sig-
nificantly extends the UAV’s applicability across various indus-
tries and mission types.

2.2. Embodied Configurations of UAVs

UAVs can be categorized into several types based on their ge-
ometric configurations. These include fixed-wing UAVs, multi-
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Figure 2: Key Functional modules of UAV systems

rotor UAVs, unmanned helicopters, and other types. Below, we
introduce these categories and summarize their characteristics.

2.2.1. Fixed-Wing UAVs

Fixed-wing UAVs feature a predetermined wing shape that
generates lift as air flows over the wings, enabling forward mo-
tion [92]. These UAVs are known for their high speed, long en-
durance, and stable flight, making them ideal for long-duration
missions. However, they require advanced piloting skills and
cannot perform hovering [97]. Fixed-wing UAVs are com-
monly used for monitoring fields, forests, highways, and rail-
ways [92].

2.2.2. Multirotor UAVs

Multirotor UAVs are one of the most prevalent types in daily
life, typically equipped with multiple rotors (commonly four,
six, or more) to generate lift through rotor rotation. Their ad-
vantages include low cost, ease of operation, and the ability
for vertical take-off and landing (VTOL) and hovering, making
them suitable for precision tasks. However, they have limited
endurance and relatively low speed. Multirotor UAVs are of-
ten used for tasks such as photography, agricultural monitoring,
and spraying.

2.2.3. Unmanned Helicopters

Unmanned helicopters are equipped with one or two powered
rotors to provide lift and enable attitude control. This design al-
lows for vertical take-off, hovering, and high maneuverability.
Compared to multirotor UAVs, unmanned helicopters have su-
perior payload capacity, enabling them to carry heavier equip-
ment or sensors. Their strengths include long endurance and
excellent wind resistance, making them stable even in strong
winds. The main limitation is their relatively low speed. Un-
manned helicopters find widespread applications in areas such
as traffic surveillance, resource exploration, forest fire preven-
tion, and military reconnaissance.

2.2.4. Hybrid UAV

Hybrid UAVs combine the strengths of both fixed-wing and
multirotor UAVs, offering a versatile design that allows for
VTOL while also achieving the long endurance and high speed
typical of fixed-wing UAVs. These UAVs typically feature a
combination of rotors for lift during vertical flight and wings
for sustained forward motion. The main advantage of hybrid
UAVs is their flexibility, enabling them to perform a wide range
of missions, including those requiring both hovering and long-
duration flight. However, the complexity of their design and
mechanisms results in higher costs and more demanding main-
tenance.

2.2.5. Flapping-Wing UAV

Flapping-wing UAVs are bio-inspired unmanned aerial vehi-
cles that mimic the flight mechanisms of birds or insects. These
UAVs rely on unsteady aerodynamic effects generated by wing
flapping to achieve flight. They offer quieter operation, higher
efficiency, and increased maneuverability compared to conven-
tional UAVs. Their compact size is a notable advantage, but
they generally have a lower payload capacity. Additionally, the
design and control systems of flapping-wing UAVs are more
complex due to the dynamic nature of their flight mechanics.

2.2.6. Unmanned Airship

Unmanned airships are a type of aerial vehicle that utilizes
lightweight gases for buoyancy and employs propulsion and ex-
ternal structural elements for movement and directional control.
These airships are highly cost-effective and produce low flight
noise. However, their agility is limited, and they operate at rel-
atively low speeds. Due to their large size, unmanned airships
are highly susceptible to wind influences, which can affect their
stability and operational reliability.

2.3. UAV Swarm

UAV swarms involve multiple UAVs working collaboratively
to achieve a shared objective, offering advantages in redun-
dancy, scalability, and efficiency compared to individual UAV
operations[98]. The swarm approach relies on decentralized
decision-making, allowing UAVs to adjust their behaviors in re-
sponse to the actions of their peers and environmental changes.
Swarm algorithms often draw inspiration from biological
systems[99], such as flocks of birds or colonies of ants, utiliz-
ing techniques like consensus algorithms[100], particle swarm
optimization[101], or behavior-based coordination[102]. Effec-
tive swarm operation requires seamless communication, robust
control mechanisms, and cooperative planning to manage the
complexities of distributed systems[103]. This concept is par-
ticularly useful in applications like large-area surveillance, pre-
cision agriculture, and search and rescue, where multiple UAVs
can cover a greater area more efficiently than a single vehicle.

In this section, we will discuss key components essential for
effective UAV swarm operation, including task allocation, com-
munication architecture, path planning, and formation control.



Table 1: Typical configurations of UAV

Category

Characteristics

Advantages

Disadvantages

Fixed-wing UAV

Multirotor UAV

Unmanned Helicopter
Hybrid UAV

Flapping-wing UAV

Unmanned airship

Fixed wings generate lift with forward motion.

Multiple rotors provide lift and control.

Single or dual rotors allow vertical take-off and
hovering.

Combines fixed-wing and multirotor capabilities.

Uses clap-and-fling mechanism for flight.

Aerostat aircraft with gasbag for lift.

High speed, long endurance, stable flight.
Low cost, easy operation, capable of VTOL
and hovering.

High payload capacity, good wind resistance,
long endurance, VTOL.

Flexible missions, long endurance, VTOL.
Low noise, high propulsion efficiency, high

maneuverability.

Low cost, low noise.

Cannot hover, high demands for take-
off/landing areas.

Limited flight time, low speed, small payload
capacity.

Complex structure, higher maintenance cost,
slower than fixed-wing UAVs.

Complex mechanisms, higher cost.

Complex analysis and control, limited pay-
load capacity.

low speed, low maneuverability, highly af-

fected by wind.

2.3.1. Task allocation in UAV swarm

UAV swarms can be regarded as a team tasked with exe-
cuting a given mission, consisting of a set of tasks, and they
must be responsible for task allocation among their members
internally[104]. Task allocation is one of the most impor-
tant problems in UAV swarm operations, as it directly affects
the efficiency of the mission. It has been proven that find-
ing the optimal solution to the task allocation problem is NP-
hard, and the difficulty increases exponentially with the scale
of the UAV swarm and the number of tasks[105]. Typically,
the UAV swarm task allocation problem is modeled as a Trav-
eling Salesman Problem (TSP)[106] or Vehicle Routing Prob-
lem (VRP)[107], mixed-integer linear programming (MILP)
model[108], or a cooperative multi-task allocation problem
(CMTAP) model[109]. Commonly used algorithms include
heuristic algorithms, Al-based methods, mathematical pro-
gramming methods, and market mechanism-based algorithm.

Heuristic algorithms commonly applied to the task allocation
problem include Genetic Algorithms (GA), Particle Swarm Op-
timization (PSO), and Simulated Annealing (SA), among oth-
ers. These algorithms use random search methods to find feasi-
ble solutions, preventing the problem from getting trapped in
local optima. Genetic algorithms generate random solutions
through crossover and mutation strategies, and then iteratively
improve these solutions by selecting the best candidates. Even-
tually, they converge to a solution close to the optimal. For ex-
ample, Han et al.[110] proposed a Fuzzy Elite Strategy Genetic
Algorithm (FESGA) to efficiently solve complex task allocation
problems. Yan et al.[111] proposed an improved genetic algo-
rithm to address the integrated task allocation and path planning
problem for multi-UAVs attacking multiple targets.

PSO balances exploration and exploitation processes and it-
eratively produces solutions that approach the optimal. The
algorithm is simple to implement, fast, and widely applied in
task allocation problems. Jiang et al.[112] proposed an im-
proved PSO algorithm to solve multi-constraint task allocation
problems, which is suitable for solving complex combinato-
rial optimization problems. Since most research treats multi-
UAV task allocation as a single-objective optimization prob-
lem, Gao et al.[113] applied an improved Multi-Objective PSO
(MOPSO) algorithm to solve the task allocation problem for
multiple UAVs.

Mathematical programming methods offer the advantage of
finding precise optimal solutions, but their solving time in-
creases exponentially as the problem size grows. Choi et
al.[114] modeled the task allocation problem, where multiple
UAVs perform tasks across multiple targets, as a Mixed-Integer
Linear Programming (MILP) model for solution.

Al-based methods, such as reinforcement learning and arti-
ficial neural networks, are advantageous in extracting environ-
mental features. Yang et al.[115] proposed a task scheduling
algorithm based on reinforcement learning, enabling UAVs to
dynamically adjust their task strategies based on their task per-
formance efficiency calculations. Yin et al.[116] applied deep
transfer reinforcement learning to the multi-UAV task alloca-
tion problem.

Market mechanism-based methods are classical distributed
approaches to task allocation, including auction-based algo-
rithms and the Contract Net Protocol (CNP) algorithm[117].
These methods leverage incentive mechanisms to encourage
agents to participate in the task allocation process, where agents
bid based on the utility or cost of the task, aiming to maximize
utility or minimize cost. The primary advantage of these meth-
ods is their computational efficiency[118]. Qiao et al.[119] ap-
plied an auction algorithm for dynamic UAV task allocation,
addressing the multi-constraint, multi-UAV dynamic task allo-
cation problem. Duan et al.[120] proposed a hybrid “two-stage”
auction algorithm with a hierarchical decision mechanism and
improved objective functions, which enhanced performance in
multi-UAV dynamic task allocation by simultaneously achiev-
ing heterogeneous task allocation and obstacle avoidance under
resource constraints. This algorithm outperforms many state-
of-the-art models in terms of efficiency and robustness. Zhang
et al.[121] developed a multi-constraint model for dynamic
multi-UAV task scheduling, focusing on maximizing total task
profit, minimizing time consumption, and balancing task dis-
tribution among UAVs. They introduced a hybrid Contract
Net Protocol-based task scheduling method, including buy-sell,
swap, and replacement contracts. Wang et al.[122] proposed a
two-stage distributed task allocation algorithm (TS-DTA) based
on CNP, effectively addressing the task reallocation problem in
dynamic environments.



2.3.2. Communication architecture in UAV swarm

For UAV swarms, communication is essential for coordina-
tion, enabling collaborative work and maintaining stability dur-
ing operations. Communication can be achieved through two
main approaches: infrastructure-based architectures [123] and
Flying Ad-hoc Network (FANET) architectures [124]. Each
method offers unique advantages and challenges, which will be
discussed below.

Infrastructure-based Architectures: This architecture de-
pends on ground control stations (GCS) [70] to manage the
swarm. The GCS collects telemetry data from UAVs and trans-
mits commands, either in real-time or through pre-programmed
instructions. Its key advantages include centralized computa-
tion and real-time optimization, eliminating the need for inter-
drone communication networks [123]. However, this approach
has notable limitations: the entire system is vulnerable to
single-point failures in the GCS, UAVs must remain within the
GCS communication range, and the architecture lacks the flex-
ibility of distributed decision-making [123].

Flying Ad-hoc Network (FANET) Architecture: FANETS
consist of UAVs communicating directly with one another with-
out needing a central access point. This decentralized net-
work enables UAVs to coordinate tasks autonomously, with at
least one UAV maintaining a link to a ground base or satellite.
FANETs benefit from flexibility, scalability, and reduced de-
pendency on infrastructure. However, they require robust com-
munication protocols and may face challenges in managing dy-
namic topologies and ensuring reliability [124].

2.3.3. Path planning in UAV swarm

UAV swarm path planning refers to selecting an optimal path
for the UAV swarm from the starting position to all target po-
sitions, while ensuring the predefined distance between UAVs
to avoid collisions[125]. The optimal path generally refers to
the shortest path length, shortest travel time, least energy con-
sumption, and other event-specific constraints[125]. The cri-
teria for the optimal path need to be determined based on the
actual problem. UAV path planning algorithms can generally
be divided into three major categories: intelligent optimization
algorithms, mathematical programming methods, and Al-based
approaches. Below, we briefly introduce these three methods.

In nature, various group behaviors, such as flocks of birds,
schools of fish, and ant colonies, follow specific rules that en-
able efficient food searching or migration. These behaviors can
be abstracted into mathematical models for information trans-
fer, path planning, and coordinated control, which are applica-
ble to UAV swarm scheduling. Common intelligent optimiza-
tion algorithms for UAV swarms include Ant Colony Optimiza-
tion (ACO), Genetic Algorithms (GA), Simulated Annealing
(SA), and Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO). For instance,
ACO mimics the foraging behavior of ants, where ants proba-
bilistically select paths based on pheromone concentration, ul-
timately finding optimal or near-optimal solutions. Researchers
such as Turker et al.[126] have applied SA to UAV swarm path
planning, while Wei et al.[127] used ACO for the same purpose.

Beyond heuristic algorithms inspired by nature, mathemat-
ical models like Mixed-Integer Linear Programming (MILP)

and Nonlinear Programming can be directly applied to UAV
swarm scheduling for precise solutions. For example, Ragi et
al.[128] used Mixed-Integer Nonlinear Programming (MINLP)
to address UAV path planning. While these methods are effec-
tive for small-scale problems, their computational complexity
increases exponentially as the problem size grows.

With the rise of machine learning, Al-based algorithms have
also been applied to UAV swarm scheduling and optimization.
Kool et al.[129] used deep learning for vehicle routing, and sim-
ilar approaches have been adopted in UAV swarm path plan-
ning. Xia et al.[130] applied neural networks to UAV path plan-
ning, Sanna et al.[131] extended this to multi-UAV planning,
and Puente-Castro et al.[54] applied reinforcement learning.
By training on extensive datasets, neural networks can learn to
model the environment, including obstacles and their dynamic
changes, thereby improving the accuracy of path planning.

2.3.4. UAV Swarm Formation Control Algorithm

The UAV swarm relies on effective formation control algo-
rithms that enable it to autonomously form and maintain a for-
mation to perform tasks, and switch or rebuild the formation
based on specific tasks[132]. The primary approaches to for-
mation control are centralized, decentralized, and distributed
control algorithms [133].

Centralized Control: Centralized control involves a central
unit that oversees task allocation and resource management,
with individual UAVs primarily responsible for data input, out-
put, and storage [132]. This approach simplifies decision-
making, ensures coordinated actions, and is relatively straight-
forward to implement. However, it is susceptible to high com-
munication overhead and single points of failure; if the central
unit fails, the entire system may collapse. Common methods
in centralized control include virtual structure [134] and leader-
follower approaches [135, 136].

Decentralized Control: In decentralized control, each UAV
makes decisions based on local sensors and controllers, with-
out requiring explicit communication with other UAVs [137].
UAVs adjust their movements to maintain formation based on
local conditions and predefined rules. The primary advan-
tages of this approach include flexibility and ease of adapting
formations. However, the lack of access to global informa-
tion results in poor control performance, requiring continuous
iteration[138].

Distributed Control: Distributed control involves extensive
communication between UAVs, enabling them to coordinate
and maintain formation through shared information. UAVs
work collaboratively to make optimal decisions based on both
local data and pre-established rules. Compared to decentralized
control, distributed control benefits from more robust collabora-
tion and improved flexibility. However, it requires higher com-
munication demands and more complex algorithms to manage
coordination, which increases both the computational burden
and the risk of communication failures. Typical methods in-
clude behavior method[139] and consistency method[140].



3. Preliminaries on Foundation models

This section provides an overview of FMs, including LLMs,
Vision Foundation Models (VFMs), and Vision Language Mod-
els (VLMs). It highlights their core characteristics and technical
advantages, with the aim of offering foundational insights and
guidance for the deep integration of these models with UAV
systems.

3.1. LLMs

In recent years, LLMs have seen rapid advancements, with
increasingly larger models being trained on diverse, large-scale
corpora [217]. These models have consistently set new perfor-
mance benchmarks in various NLP tasks and have been widely
adopted in both academic research and industrial applications
[218, 219, 220, 221]. This section provides an overview of
the core capabilities of LLMs, including their generalization
and reasoning abilities, followed by an introduction to typical
LLMs from leading research organizations.

3.1.1. Core Capabilities of LLMs

Generalization Capability: Benefiting from training on
large-scale corpora and the substantial size of the models,
LLMSs exhibit strong transfer capabilities, including zero-shot
and few-shot learning. These capabilities enable LLMs to gen-
eralize effectively to new tasks, either without task-specific ex-
amples or with limited guidance, making them versatile tools
for a wide range of applications. In zero-shot learning, without
additional task-specific training, LLMs can solve relevant prob-
lems solely through natural language instructions. In few-shot
learning, the model can quickly adapt to new tasks by leverag-
ing several examples from the support set along with the corre-
sponding task instructions [222].

The design of natural language instructions or prompts is cru-
cial in enhancing generalization capability. Prompts not only
provide natural language descriptions of tasks but also guide
the model to perform tasks accurately based on input examples
[223, 141, 143]. Furthermore, LLMs exhibit in-context learn-
ing, which allows them to learn and adapt to new tasks directly
from the context provided within the prompt, such as task in-
structions and examples, without requiring any explicit retrain-
ing or model updates [141, 224, 225].

Complex Problem-Solving Capability: LLMs demonstrate
a remarkable ability to solve complex problems by generat-
ing intermediate reasoning steps or structured logical path-
ways, facilitating a systematic and step-by-step approach to
addressing challenges. This capability is exemplified by the
Chain of Thought (CoT) framework, where intricate problems
are decomposed into a series of manageable sub-tasks, each
solved sequentially using examples of step-by-step reasoning
[226, 227, 228, 229]. Besides, LLMs also demonstrate ad-
vanced capabilities in task planning and the orchestration of
tools, enabling them to invoke appropriate resources to address
specific sub-task requirements and efficiently integrate work-
flows to achieve comprehensive solutions [230, 231, 232].

3.1.2. Typical LLMs

Several notable milestones have marked the development
of LLMs. OpenAI’s GPT series, spanning GPT-3, GPT-3.5,
and GPT-4, has set benchmarks in language understanding,
generation, and reasoning tasks by leveraging extensive pa-
rameters and optimized architectures [141, 142, 143]. An-
thropic’s Claude models, including Claude 2 and Claude 3, pri-
oritize safety and controllability through reinforcement learn-
ing, excelling in multi-task generalization and robustness [144,
145, 146]. The Mistral series employs sparse activation tech-
niques to balance efficiency with performance, emphasizing
low-latency inference [147, 148].

Google’s PaLM series [149, 150] stands out for its mul-
timodal capabilities and large-scale parameterization, while
the subsequent Gemini series extends these features to im-
prove generalizability and multilingual support [151, 152]. In
the open-source ecosystem, Meta’s Llama models, including
Llama 2 and Llama 3, excel in multilingual tasks and complex
problem-solving. Derivative models like Vicuna enhance con-
versational abilities and task adaptability through fine-tuning on
conversational datasets and techniques like Low-Rank Adap-
tation (LoRA) [153, 154, 155, 156]. Similarly, the Qwen se-
ries, pre-trained on multilingual datasets and instruction-tuned,
demonstrates adaptability across diverse tasks [157].

Several other models have achieved significant progress in
specialized domains. InternLM [159], BuboGPT [160], Chat-
GLM [161, 162, 163], and DeepSeek [164, 165, 166] fo-
cus on domain-specific tasks such as knowledge-based Q&A,
conversational generation, and information retrieval, enabled
by task-specific fine-tuning and targeted extensions. Notably,
LiveBench [233] has emerged as a comprehensive benchmark-
ing platform, addressing limitations of previous evaluation stan-
dards. It systematically assesses LLMs’ real-world capabilities
across multi-task scenarios, offering valuable insights for model
development and application.

3.2. VLMs

VLMs are multimodal models that extend the capabilities
of LLMs by integrating visual and textual information[234].
These models are designed to tackle a range of tasks that require
both vision and language understanding, such as visual ques-
tion answering (VQA) and image captioning [235, 236, 237,
238, 239]. This section introduces several typical VLM models
highlighting their technical features and application scenarios.

OpenAI’'s GPT-4V [167] is a prominent representative in
VLMs, demonstrating powerful visual perception capabilities
[240]. The upgraded GPT-40 introduces more advanced opti-
mization algorithms, allowing it to accept arbitrary combina-
tions of text, audio, and image inputs while delivering rapid
responses. The lightweight version, GPT-40 mini, is designed
for mobile devices and edge computing scenarios, balancing
efficient performance with deployability by reducing computa-
tional resource consumption [241]. GPT ol-preview excels in
reasoning, particularly in programming and solving complex
problems [242]. Anthropic’s Claude 3 Opus exhibits robust
multi-task generalization and controllability, while Claude 3.5



Table 2: Summarization of LLMs, VLMs, and VFMs.

Institution / Author

Category Subcategory Model Name
GPT-3[141], GPT-3.5[142], GPT-4[143] OpenAl
Claude 2, Claude 3[144, 145, 146] Anthropic
Mistral series[147, 148] Mistral Al
PalLM series[149, 150], Gemini series[151, 152] Google Research
LLaMA[153], LLaMA2[154], LLaMA3[155] Meta Al
LLMs General Vicuna[156] Vicuna Team
Qwen series[157, 158] Qwen Team, Alibaba Group
InternLM[159] Shanghai AI Laboratory
BuboGPT[160] Bytedance
ChatGLM[161, 162, 163] Zhipu AT
DeepSeek series[164, 165, 166] DeepSeek
GPT-4V[167], GPT-40, GPT-40 mini, GPT ol-preview OpenAl
Claude 3 Opus, Claude 3.5 Sonnet[168] Anthropic
Step-2 Jieyue Xingchen
LLaVA[169], LLaVA-1.5[170], LLaVA-NeXT[171] Liu et al.
General MoE-LLaVA[172] Lin et al.
LLaVA-CoT[173] Xu et al.
Flamingo[174] Alayrac et al.
BLIP[175] Lietal.
BLIP-2[176] Liet al.
VLMs InstructBLIP[177] Dai et al.
LLaMA-VID[178] Lietal.
. o IG-VLM[179] Kim et al.
Video Understanding Video-ChatGPT[180] Maaz ef al.
VideoTree[181] Wang et al.
X-VLM[182] Zeng et al.
Visual Reasoning Chameleon[183] Luetal.
HYDRA[184] Ke et al.
VISPROG[185] PRIOR @ Allen Institute for Al
CLIP[186] OpenAl
General FILIP[187] Yao et al.
RegionCLIP[188] Microsoft Research
EVA-CLIP[189] Sun et al.
GLIP[190] Microsoft Research
DINO[191] Zhang et al.
Grounding-DINO[192] Liu et al.
Object Detection DINOv2[193] Meta Al Research
AM-RADIO[194] NVIDIA
DINO-WM[195] Zhou et al.
YOLO-World[196] Cheng et al.
CLIPSeg[197] Liidecke and Ecker
SAM[198] Meta Al Research, FAIR
Embodied-SAM[199] Xu et al.
VEMs Point-SAM[200] Zhou et al.
Open-Vocabulary SAM[201] Yuan et al.
TAP[202] Pan et al.
EfficientSAM[203] Xiong et al.
Image Segmentation MobileSAM[204] Zhang et al.
SAM 2[205] Meta Al Research, FAIR
SAMURAI[206] University of Washington
SegGPT[207] Wang et al.
Osprey[208] Yuan et al.
SEEM[209] Zou et al.
Seal[210] Liu et al.
LISA[211] Lai et al.
ZoeDepth[212] Bhat et al.
ScaleDepth[213] Zhu et al.
Depth Estimation Depth Anything[214] Yang et al.
Depth Anything V2[215] Yang et al.
Apple

Depth Pro[216]



https://openai.com
https://www.anthropic.com
https://www.mistral.ai
https://ai.google
https://ai.meta.com
https://vicuna.lmsys.org
https://github.com/QwenLM
https://github.com/InternLM/InternLM
https://github.com/magic-research/bubogpt
https://github.com/THUDM
https://github.com/deepseek-ai
https://openai.com
https://www.anthropic.com
https://www.stepfun.com/
https://github.com/haotian-liu/LLaVA
https://github.com/PKU-YuanGroup/MoE-LLaVA
https://github.com/PKU-YuanGroup/LLaVA-CoT
https://github.com/mlfoundations/open_flamingo
https://github.com/salesforce/BLIP
https://github.com/salesforce/LAVIS/tree/main/projects/blip2
https://github.com/salesforce/LAVIS/tree/main/projects/instructblip
https://github.com/dvlab-research/LLaMA-VID
https://github.com/imagegridworth/IG-VLM
https://github.com/mbzuai-oryx/Video-ChatGPT
https://github.com/Ziyang412/VideoTree
https://github.com/zengyan-97/X-VLM
https://chameleon-llm.github.io/
https://hydra-vl4ai.github.io/
https://prior.allenai.org/projects/visprog
https://github.com/OpenAI/CLIP
https://github.com/microsoft/RegionCLIP
https://github.com/baaivision/EVA/tree/master/EVA-CLIP
https://github.com/microsoft/GLIP
https://github.com/IDEA-Research/DINO
https://github.com/IDEA-Research/GroundingDINO
https://github.com/facebookresearch/dinov2
https://github.com/NVlabs/RADIO
https://dino-wm.github.io/
https://github.com/AILabCVC/YOLO-World
https://github.com/timojl/clipseg
https://segment-anything.com
https://github.com/xuxw98/ESAM
https://github.com/zyc00/Point-SAM
https://www.mmlab-ntu.com/project/ovsam/
https://github.com/baaivision/tokenize-anything
https://yformer.github.io/efficient-sam/
https://github.com/ChaoningZhang/MobileSAM
https://ai.meta.com/sam2/
https://github.com/yangchris11/samurai
https://github.com/baaivision/Painter
https://github.com/CircleRadon/Osprey
https://github.com/UX-Decoder/Segment-Everything-Everywhere-All-At-Once
https://github.com/youquanl/Segment-Any-Point-Cloud
https://github.com/dvlabresearch/LISA
https://github.com/isl-org/ZoeDepth
https://ruijiezhu94.github.io/ScaleDepth/
https://depth-anything.github.io
https://depth-anything-v2.github.io/
https://github.com/apple/ml-depth-pro

Sonnet enhances practical value by optimizing reasoning speed
and cost efficiency [168]. The Step-2 model employs an innova-
tive Mixture of Experts (MoE) architecture, supporting efficient
training at a trillion-parameter scale and significantly improv-
ing the handling of complex tasks and model scalability.

Liu et al. [169] proposed LLaVA, a representative VLM.
This model leverages GPT-4 to generate instruction-following
datasets and integrates CLIP visual encoder ViT-L/14 [186]
with Vicuna [243], fine-tuning end-to-end instruction to en-
hance its performance in multimodal tasks. Its latest version,
LLaVA-NeXT [171], builds upon LLaVA-1.5 [170] with signif-
icant improvements, notably enhancing the ability to capture vi-
sual details and excelling in complex visual and logical reason-
ing tasks. MoE-LLaVA replaces the language model in LLaVA
with an MoE architecture, substantially improving inference ef-
ficiency and resource utilization in large-scale multi-task sce-
narios [172]. LLaVA-CoT enhances accuracy in reasoning-
intensive tasks through structured reasoning annotations of
large-scale visual question-answering samples combined with
beam search methods [173]. Another important class of ar-
chitectures includes the Flamingo [174] and BLIP series [175,
176], which enable LLMs to generate corresponding textual
outputs from multimodal inputs by combining pre-trained vi-
sual feature encoders with pre-trained LLMs. Flamingo in-
troduces the Perceiver Resampler and Gated Cross-Attention
mechanisms, effectively integrating visual, multimodal infor-
mation with the language model, thereby significantly enhanc-
ing performance in multimodal tasks. BLIP-2 [176] adopts
a pretraining strategy combining stage-wise frozen image en-
coders with LLMs and introduces a Query Transformer (Q-
Former) to effectively address alignment issues between the vi-
sual and language modalities. InstructBLIP [177] incorporates
large-scale task instruction fine-tuning mechanisms, further im-
proving the model’s adaptability to multimodal tasks.

Additionally, VLMs have demonstrated broad application
potential across various tasks and scenarios. In video under-
standing, representative models such as LLaMA-VID [178],
IG-VLM [179], Video-ChatGPT [180], and VideoTree [181]
exhibit outstanding performance in video content analysis and
multimodal tasks. In visual reasoning, models like X-VLM
[182], Chameleon [183], HYDRA [184], and VISPROG [185]
enhance the accuracy and adaptability of complex visual rea-
soning tasks through innovative architectural designs and rea-
soning mechanisms.

3.3. VFMs

In recent years, the concept of VFMs has emerged as a core
technology in computer vision. The primary goal of VFMs is
to extract diverse and highly expressive image features, making
them directly applicable to various downstream tasks. These
models are typically characterized by large-scale parameters,
remarkable generalization capabilities, and outstanding cross-
task transfer performance, albeit with relatively high training
costs [194]. CLIP is a pioneering representative in the field
of VFMs. By employing weakly supervised training on large-
scale image-text pairs, it efficiently aligns visual and textual
embeddings, laying a solid foundation for multimodal learning
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[186]. Subsequent works have further improved the training
efficiency and performance of CLIP, including models such as
FILIP [187], RegionCLIP [188], and EVA-CLIP [189].

VFMs have demonstrated exceptional adaptability, achieving
remarkable results in various computer vision tasks, including
zero-shot object detection, image segmentation, and depth esti-
mation. As shown in Fig. 3, we selected a sample image from
the Town10HD scene in the SynDrone dataset [244], specific to
the UAV domain, to visually illustrate the performance of sev-
eral VFMs under zero-shot conditions. This example provides
strong support for understanding their practical application po-
tential.

Figure 3: Demonstration of VFM models in various vision tasks. (a) The orig-
inal image from the SynDrone dataset [244]; (b) object detection result using
Grounding DINO [192] with the natural language prompt “car” as the detection
target; (c) semantic segmentation of the entire image using the SAM model
[198]; (d) Depth image generated for the entire image using the ZoeDepth
model [212].

3.3.1. VFM for Object Detection

The core advantage of VFEMs in object detection lies in their
powerful zero-shot detection capabilities. GLIP [190] unifies
object detection and phrase grounding tasks, demonstrating ex-
ceptional zero-shot and few-shot transfer capabilities across
various object-level recognition tasks. Zhang et al. [191] pro-
posed DINO, which optimized the architecture of the DETR
model [245], significantly enhancing detection performance
and efficiency. Subsequent work, Grounding-DINO [192], in-
troduced text supervision to improve accuracy. Additionally,
DINOvV2 [193] adopted a discriminative self-supervised learn-
ing approach, enabling the extraction of robust image features
and achieving excellent performance in downstream tasks with-
out fine-tuning. AM-RADIO [194] integrated the capabilities
of VFMs such as CLIP [186], DINOv2 [193], and SAM [198]
through a multi-teacher distillation method, resulting in strong
representational power to support complex visual tasks. DINO-
WM [195] incorporated DINOvV2 into world models, enabling
zero-shot planning capabilities. Additionally, YOLO-World
[196] enhances the generalization capability of YOLO detectors
through an efficient pretraining scheme, achieving outstanding
performance in open vocabulary and zero-shot detection tasks.



3.3.2. VFM for Image Segmentation

VFMs have demonstrated significant improvements over tra-
ditional methods in image segmentation tasks. Liidecke et al.
[197] proposed CLIPSeg, based on the CLIP model, which sup-
ports semantic segmentation, instance segmentation, and zero-
shot segmentation. Kirillov et al. [198] developed the Seg-
ment Anything Model (SAM), achieving zero-shot segmenta-
tion capabilities across diverse scenarios through pretraining on
large-scale and diverse datasets. Subsequent research further
extended SAM’s applications, such as Embodied-SAM [199]
and Point-SAM [200], which expanded SAM’s functionality
to 3D scenes. Open-Vocabulary SAM [201] combined SAM
with CLIP’s knowledge transfer strategies, effectively optimiz-
ing segmentation and recognition tasks simultaneously. Pan et
al. [202] proposed TAP (Tokenize Anything), a foundational
model centered on visual perception, which improves the SAM
architecture by introducing visual prompts to enable simulta-
neous completion of segmentation, recognition, and descrip-
tion tasks for arbitrary regions. EfficientSAM [203] and Mo-
bileSAM [204] optimize SAM’s representation, significantly
reducing model complexity and achieving lightweight designs
while maintaining excellent task performance. Recently, SAM
2 [205] introduced memory modules to the original model,
enabling real-time segmentation for videos of arbitrary length
while addressing complex challenges like occlusion and multi-
object tracking. SAMURALI [206] builds upon SAM 2 by in-
tegrating a Kalman filter, addressing the limitations of memory
management in SAM 2, and achieving superior video segmen-
tation performance without requiring retraining or fine-tuning.

Beyond the SAM series, other VEM architectures have also
significantly advanced image segmentation. Models such as
SegGPT [207], Osprey [208], and SEEM [209] have demon-
strated notable adaptability in arbitrary segmentation tasks and
multimodal scenarios. Additionally, VFMs have shown im-
portant applications in other segmentation tasks. For exam-
ple, Liu er al. [210] proposed the Seal framework for seg-
menting point cloud sequences, while the LISA [211] adopted
the Embedding-as-Mask approach to endow multimodal large
models with reasoning-based segmentation capabilities. LISA
can process complex natural language instructions and gener-
ate fine-grained segmentation results, expanding the scope and
complexity of segmentation model applications.

3.3.3. VFM for Monocular Depth Estimation

In the field of monocular depth estimation, VFMs have also
demonstrated significant technological advantages. ZoeDepth
[212] achieves zero-shot depth estimation by combining rela-
tive and absolute depth estimation methods. ScaleDepth [213]
decomposes depth estimation into two modules: scene scale
prediction and relative depth estimation, achieving advanced
performance in indoor, outdoor, unconstrained, and unseen sce-
narios. Additionally, Depth Anything [214] employs many
unlabeled monocular images to train an efficient and robust
depth estimation method, showcasing outstanding performance
in zero-shot scenarios. Depth Anything V2 [215] introduces
multiple optimizations to the original model, further improv-
ing prediction performance in complex scenes and enabling

11

the generation of high-quality Depth images with rich details.
Depth Pro [216], based on a multi-scale ViT architecture, can
quickly produce metrically accurate Depth images with high
resolution and high-frequency details, making it an effective
tool for handling complex depth estimation tasks.

4. Datasets and Platforms for UAVs

This section reviews publicly available datasets and simula-
tion platforms relevant to UAV research, which serve as essen-
tial resources for advancing integrated studies on foundation
model (FM)-based UAV systems. High-quality datasets form
the cornerstone of UAV vision algorithms and autonomous be-
havior learning by offering diverse and comprehensive train-
ing data. Meanwhile, 3D simulation platforms provide safe
and controlled virtual environments for the development, test-
ing, and validation of UAV systems. These platforms can
emulate complex scenarios and environmental conditions, en-
abling researchers to conduct experiments in a risk-free and
cost-effective manner.

We present a collection of open-source datasets, primarily
utilized in the development of UAV systems, all of which have
been verified as publicly accessible for download. The datasets
are organized in Tables 3,4,5,6,7,8,9. The ”Year” column indi-
cates the most recent update for each dataset; if no update has
been made, the publication year of the associated paper is listed
instead. The images and videos in the "Types” column default
to RGB.

The datasets cover a variety of formats, including video,
RGB images (the default format in the tables), LiDAR point
clouds, infrared images, Depth images, and textual data (such
as descriptions or annotations). Video and RGB images are the
predominant data types, while textual data is less common. No-
tably, some datasets have been updated to include new function-
alities. For example, the EAR dataset [246] was enhanced with
subtitles and question-answering capabilities, evolving into the
CapEAR dataset [247], which is now suitable for VQA tasks.
Most of the datasets listed in the tables were collected from out-
door environments and are categorized into two types: general
domain datasets and domain-specific datasets.

4.1. General Domain Datasets

General domain datasets are designed to cater to a wide range
of scenarios and are further categorized based on specific tasks,
including Environmental Perception, Event Recognition, Ob-
ject Tracking, Action Recognition, and Navigation. Within the
Environmental Perception category, we focus on tasks such as
object detection, segmentation, and depth estimation. Although
tasks like event recognition, object tracking, and action recog-
nition can also be considered part of Environmental Perception,
we have listed them separately to provide a clearer presentation
of the datasets.

4.1.1. Environmental Perception

This part presents the datasets used primarily for object de-
tection, segmentation, and depth estimation, as shown in Ta-
ble 3. For instance, the AirFisheye dataset [248] is specifically



Table 3: UAV-oriented Datasets on Environmental Perception & Event Recognition

Name Year Types Amount
Environmental Perception

Fisheye image

AirFisheye Depth image - . . . . A
2024 k Over 26,000 fisheye images in total. Data is collected at a rate of 10 frames per second. (4

[248] Point cloud

MU
SynDrone Image
[2y 44] 2023  Depth image Contains 72,000 annotation samples, providing 28 types of pixel-level and object-level annotations. (£

Point cloud

Image
WildUAV 2022 Video Mapping images are provided as 24-bit PNG files, with the resolution of 5280x3956. Video images are provided as JPG files at
[249] Depth image a resolution of 3840x2160. There are 16 possible class labels detailed. (&'

Metadata

Event Recognition
i Video 2864 videos, each with 5 descriptions, totaling 14,320 Texts. Each video lasts 5 seconds and is captured at 30 frames/second
CapERA [247] 2023 Text with a resolution of 640 x 640 pixels. (£
ERA [246] 2020 Video A total of 2,864 videos, mcludmg;hsaster events, traffic accidents, sports competitions and other 25 categories. Each video is
24 frames/second for 5 seconds. (4

VIRAT [250] 2016  Video 25 hours of static ground video and 4 hours of dynamic aerial video. There are 23 event types involved. ('

designed for tasks such as object detection, segmentation, and
depth estimation in complex urban environments captured by
UAVs. Its multimodal data, including visual, thermal imag-
ing, and LiDAR, provide comprehensive information for an-
alyzing scenes in these challenging urban settings. The Syn-
Drone dataset [244] is a large-scale synthetic dataset gener-
ated using Carla, intended for detection and segmentation tasks
in urban environments. The WildUAV dataset [249] provides
high-resolution RGB images and depth ground truth data, fo-
cusing on monocular visual depth estimation while supporting
precise drone flight control in complex environments.

4.1.2. Event Recognition

The typical datasets used for event recognition are listed in
Table 3. The EAR dataset [246] serves as a video-based bench-
mark for event recognition, encompassing 25 event classes, in-
cluding post-earthquake, flood, fire, landslide, mudslide, traffic
collision, traffic congestion, harvesting, plowing, construction,
police chase, conflict, various sports (e.g., baseball, basketball,
cycling), and social activities (e.g., parties, concerts, protests,
religious activities). It consists of 2,864 videos, each lasting 5
seconds, collected from YouTube using “drone” and "UAV” as
search keywords. Similarly, the VIRAT dataset [250] focuses
on event recognition in surveillance videos, including events
like traffic accidents and crowd gatherings. Although not cap-
tured by UAVs, the VIRAT dataset offers similar aerial perspec-
tives, making it relevant for drone-based scene analysis. To-
gether, these datasets provide valuable resources for advancing
research in event detection and scene understanding, particu-
larly in the context of integrating UAV applications with LLMs.

4.1.3. Object Tracking

Object tracking tasks rely on diverse datasets to advance re-
search across various domains. Table 4 lists typical datasets
for this task. The WebUAV-3M dataset [251] is a large-scale
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benchmark for UAV object tracking, comprising 4,500 videos
across 233 object categories. It serves as a solid foundation
for UAV tracking in general scenarios and includes multimodal
data, such as audio and natural language descriptions, enabling
the exploration of multimodal UAV tracking approaches. The
TNL2K dataset [254] focuses on natural language-guided ob-
ject tracking and includes 2,000 video sequences annotated
with bounding boxes and detailed natural language descrip-
tions that capture the target object’s category, shape, attributes,
features, and spatial location. To address challenging scenar-
ios, TNL2K incorporates adversarial samples and sequences
with significant appearance changes, offering both RGB and in-
frared modalities to support cross-modal tracking research. The
VOT2020 dataset [256] provides a comprehensive collection of
five specialized datasets tailored to specific tasks: short-term
tracking, real-time tracking, long-term tracking, thermal track-
ing, and depth tracking. These datasets collectively address a
wide range of tracking challenges, fostering innovation across
different tracking paradigms.

4.1.4. Action Recognition

Enabling drones to comprehend human actions and interpret
commands via gestures is a pivotal area of research. Table 5
lists UAV-oriented datasets for action recognition. The Aer-
iform In-Action dataset [261] targets human action recogni-
tion in aerial videos, featuring 32 high-resolution videos across
13 action categories. This dataset is specifically designed to
address the unique challenges associated with action recogni-
tion in aerial surveillance. The MEVA dataset [262] offers a
large-scale, multi-view, multimodal dataset comprising 9,300
hours of continuous video captured by UAVs and ground cam-
eras. It covers 37 activity categories and facilitates advanced
tasks, such as multi-view activity detection. Additionally, the
UAV-Human dataset [79] provides 67,428 multimodal video se-
quences, encompassing 119 subjects for action recognition. In


https://collaborating.tuhh.de/ilt/airfisheye-dataset
https://github.com/LTTM/Syndrone
https://github.com/hrflr/wuav
https://github.com/yakoubbazi/CapEra
https://lcmou.github.io/ERA_Dataset
https://viratdata.org/

Table 4: UAV-oriented Datasets on Object Tracking

Name Year Types Amount
WebUAV-3M 2024 ,\r/éifo 4,500 videos totaling more than 3.3 million frames with 223 target categories, providing natural language and audio descriptions.
[251] . €
Audio
E?ZIJDMMSS 2022 Video 135 video sequences with over 125,000 manually annotated frames. (2"
DUT-VTUAV 2022  RGB-T Image Nearly 1.7 million well-aligned visible-thermal (RGB-T) image pairs with 500 sequences for unveiling the power of RGB-T
[253] g tracking. Including 13 sub-classes and 15 scenes across 2 cities. @
Video
TNL2K [254] 2022  Infrared video 2,000 video sequences, comprising 1,244,340 frames and 663 words. ('
Text
ERS?]I_ISSI 2020 Image 39,461 images of 1581 person identities. ('
VOT-ST2020/
VOT-RT2020 2020  Video 1,000 sequences, each varying in length, with an average length of approximately 100 frames. (&'
[256]
?;(S)E]_LTZOZO 2020  Video 50 sequences, each with a length of approximately 40,000 frames. ('
vor- Video
RGBT2020 2020 . 50 sequences, each with a length of approximately 40,000 frames. ('
[256] Infrared video
vor- Video
RGBD2020 2020 . 80 sequences with a total of approximately 101,956 frames. ('
Depth image
[256]
GOT-10K Image . . . . . . . 7
[257] 2019 Video 420 video clips belonging to 84 object categories and 31 motion categories. (4
DTB70 [258] 2017 Video 70 video seguer?ce; each consisting of multiple video frames, with each frame containing an RGB image at a resolution of
1280x720 pixels. 4
Stanford . 19,000 + target tracks, containing 6 types of targets, about 20,000 target interactions, 40,000 target interactions with the envi-
2016  Video . h . . Z]
Drone [259] ronment, covering 100 + scenes in the university campus. (&
COWC [260] 2016  Image 32,716 unique vehicles and 58,247 non-vehicle targets were labeled. Covering 6 different geographical areas. (2

addition to action recognition, it supports tasks such as pose es-
timation and person re-identification. With its diverse range of
backgrounds, lighting conditions, and environments, the dataset
serves as a comprehensive benchmark for drone-based human
behavior analysis.

4.1.5. Navigation and Localization

Table 6 presents UAV-oriented datasets for navigation and
localization. The CityNav dataset [267] is a dataset designed
for language-guided aerial navigation tasks, aimed at assisting
drones in navigating city-scale 3D environments using natural
language instructions. The dataset comprises 32,000 tasks, of-
fering extensive geographic information and detailed urban en-
vironment models. The Aerial VLN dataset [268] focuses on
drone navigation through the integration of visual and linguis-
tic cues, enabling drones to perform flight tasks in complex
environments based on natural language commands, thereby
enhancing their adaptability in dynamic settings. The VIGOR
dataset [269] provides a cross-view image localization dataset
that facilitates accurate geographical positioning of drones from
diverse perspectives, improving image matching and position
calibration accuracy in complex geographical environments.
The University-1652 dataset [270] serves as a benchmark for
cross-view geo-localization, bridging the visual gap between
ground-level and satellite perspectives by incorporating drone-
view images. It includes paired images from synthetic drones,
satellites, and ground cameras for 1,652 universities, supporting
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two tasks: drone-view target localization and drone navigation.

4.2. Domain-specific Datasets

Compared to general-domain datasets, domain-specific
datasets are tailored for particular applications and catego-
rized according to the specific domains they address, includ-
ing Transportation, Remote Sensing, Agriculture, Industrial
Applications, Emergency Response, Military Operations, and
Wildlife.

4.2.1. Transportation

Transportation scenes are among the most prevalent scenar-
ios in UAV datasets and this part highlights datasets (as shown
in Table 7) specifically designed for traffic monitoring, as well
as vehicle and pedestrian detection tasks, which are key ap-
plications of UAV technology. The TrafficNight dataset [274]
is an aerial multimodal dataset for nighttime vehicle moni-
toring, designed to address the limitations of existing aerial
datasets in terms of lighting conditions and vehicle type rep-
resentativeness. The dataset combines vertical RGB and ther-
mal infrared imaging technologies, covering various scenes, in-
cluding those with numerous semi-trailers, and provides spe-
cialized annotations. It also includes corresponding HD-MAP
data for multi-vehicle tracking. The VisDrone dataset [275] is
a large-scale benchmark supporting object detection and both
single- and multi-object tracking in images and videos. Col-
lected from 14 cities across China, it features high diversity


https://github.com/983632847/WebUAV-3M
https://vision4robotics.github.io/project/uavdark135/
https://github.com/zhang-pengyu/DUT-VTUAV
https://github.com/wangxiao5791509/TNL2K_evaluation_toolkit
https://github.com/stormyoung/PRAI-1581
https://votchallenge.net/vot2020/dataset.html
https://votchallenge.net/vot2020/dataset.html
https://votchallenge.net/vot2020/dataset.html
https://votchallenge.net/vot2020/dataset.html
http://got-10k.aitestunion.com/
https://github.com/flyers/drone-tracking
https://cvgl.stanford.edu/projects/uav_data/
https://gdo152.llnl.gov/cowc/

Table 5: UAV-oriented Datasets on Action Recognition

Name Year Types Amount
Aenfqrm 2023 Video 32 videos, 13 types of action, 55,477 frames, 40,000 callouts. ("
in-action [261]
Video
MEVA [262] 2021 IGHIf,l‘saer video Total 9,300 hours of video, 144 hours of activity notes, 37 activity types, over 2.7 million GPS track points. =
Point cloud
Video
Night-vision
UAV-Human 2021 l\;flig e video 67,428 videos (155 types of actions, 119 subjects), 22,476 frames of annotated key points (17 key points), 41,290 frames of
[79] Déptg video people re-recognition (1,144 identities), 22,263 frames of attribute recognition (such as gender, hat, backpack, etc.). (&'
Infrared video
Skeleton
MOD20 [263] 2020  Video 20 types of action, 2,324 videos, 503,086 frames. =
g]éfl_ DRONE 2020  Video 5,250 videos containing 256 minutes of action videos involving 19 actors and 16 action categories (5"
][321;)5t1]e—Acllon 2019  Video 240 HD videos, 66,919 frames, 13 types of action. 2y
UAV-
GESTURE 2019  Video 119 videos, 37,151 frames, 13 types of gestures, 10 actors. &y
[266]
Table 6: UAV-oriented Datasets on Navigation and Localization
Name Year Types Amount
CityNav [267] 2024 }rr::tge 32,000 natural language descriptions and companion tracks. (2"
[CZI;HIE]R_UAV 2024  Text 12,000 labeled samples containing 5 types of address labels (e.g., building, unit, floor, room, etc.). =
Aerial VLN 2003 Simulator path It contains 25 city-level scenes, including urban areas, factories, parks and villages. A total of 8,446 paths. Each path is provided
[268] Text with 3 natural language descriptions, totaling 25,338 instructions. ('
DenseUAV . . . L . . o s
[272) 2023  Image Training set: 6,768 UAV images, 13,536 satellite images. Test set: 2,331 UAV query images and 4,662 satellite images.
Image
map2seq [273] 2022  Text 29,641 panoramic images, 7,672 navigation instruction Texts. ('
Map path
VIGOR [269] 2021  Image 90,618 aerial images, 238,696 street panorama. (£
. 1,652 university buildings, involving 72 universities, 50,218 training images, 37,855 UAV perspective query images, 701 satel-
University- 2020 1 li i i d an additional 21,099 ordi ive and 5,580 i ive i
1652 [270] mage ite perspective query images, and an additional 21, ordinary perspective and 5, street view perspective images were

collected for training. ("

and challenging scenarios, making it well-suited for evaluat-
ing algorithms in complex urban and suburban environments.
The CADP dataset [276] emphasizes traffic accident analysis,
enhancing small-object detection accuracy (e.g., pedestrians)
using CCTV traffic monitoring videos. It integrates contex-
tual mining techniques and an LSTM-based architecture for
accident prediction. The CARPK dataset [277] introduces a
novel method for parking lot vehicle counting using a spatially
regularized region proposal network (LPN). It includes high-
resolution UAV imagery with over 90,000 vehicles, enhancing
object detection and counting performance. The iSAID dataset
[278] offers high-quality annotations for instance segmentation
tasks, encompassing 655,451 labeled instances across 15 cat-
egories, thus supporting accurate object detection and scene
analysis in UAV applications. Collectively, these datasets ad-
vance research in vehicle detection, object tracking, traffic mon-
itoring, and UAV autonomous navigation, offering robust data
resources for applications in intelligent transportation, UAV-
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based patrols, and delivery systems.

4.2.2. Remote Sensing

In the field of remote sensing, several innovative datasets,
as shown in Table 8, provide substantial support for tasks
such as object detection, classification, localization, and im-
age analysis [14]. The xView dataset [285] is a large-scale
satellite image dataset that containing over one million anno-
tations, across multiple object categories, making it particu-
larly suitable for object detection and image segmentation tasks,
especially in complex backgrounds and challenging environ-
ments. The DOTA dataset [286] focuses on object detection
in high-resolution aerial images, covering multiple object cate-
gories such as aircraft, vehicles, and buildings, and is suitable
for multi-object detection and classification tasks in complex
scenes. The RSICD dataset [287] is primarily used for scene
classification tasks in remote sensing images and supports lan-
guage description generation, providing a standardized bench-
mark that promotes research in image understanding and auto-


https://surbhi-31.github.io/Aeriform-in-action/
https://mevadata.org/
https://github.com/SUTDCV/UAV-Human
https://asankagp.github.io/mod20/
https://www.nec-labs.com/research/media-analytics/projects/unsupervised-semi-supervised-domain-adaptation-for-action-recognition-from-drones/
https://asankagp.github.io/droneaction/
https://asankagp.github.io/uavgesture/
https://water-cookie.github.io/city-nav-proj/
https://github.com/zhhvvv/CNER-UAV
https://github.com/AirVLN/AirVLN
https://github.com/Dmmm1997/DenseUAV
https://map2seq.schumann.pub/dataset/download/
https://github.com/Jeff-Zilence/VIGOR
https://github.com/layumi/University1652-Baseline

Table 7: UAV-oriented Datasets on Transportation

Name Year Types Amount
Image
TrafficNiht Infrared Image  The dataset consists of 2,200 pairs of annotated thermal infrared and sSRGB image data, as well as video data from 7 traffic
& 2024 Video scenes, with a total duration of approximately 240 minutes. Each scene includes a high-precision map, providing a detailed
[274] , ! duration of appros
Infrared Video  layout and topological information. 4
Map
VisDrone 2022 Mage 263 videos, 179,264 frames. 10,209 still images. More than 2,500,000 object instance annotations. The data covers 14 different
[275] Video cities, covering a wide range of weather and light conditions. ('
A total of 173 aerial images were collected, including 135 in the training set with 23,543 vehicles and 38 in the test set with
ITCVD [279] 2020 Image 5,545 vehicles. There is 60% regional overlap between the images, and there is no overlap between the training set and the test
set. &'
. Image . . . . »
UAVid [280] 2020 Video 30 videos, 300 images, 8 semantic category annotations. (4
Video
AU-AIR [281] 2020 iiistude 32,823 frames of video, 1920x1080 resolution, 30 FPS, divided into 30,000 training validation samples and 2,823 test samples.
IMU The total duration of the 8 videos is about 2 hours, with a total of 132,034 instances, distributed in 8 categories. (&'
Speed
{SAID [278] 2020 Image Total 1ma§es: 2,806. Total number of instances: 655,451. Test set: 935 images (not publicly labeled, used to evaluate the
server). (4
CARPK [277] 2018  Image 1448 images, approx. 89,777 vehicles, providing box annotations. ('
highD [282] 2018 Video 16.5 hours, 110,000 vehicles, 5,600 lane changes, 45,000 km, totaling approximately 447 hours of vehicle travel data; 4 prede-
& Trajectory fined driving behavior labels. ('
Video
UAVDT [283] 2018 Xetiﬁl;; 100 videos, about 80,000 frames, 30 frames per second, containing 841,500 target boxes, covering 2,700 targets. &
Camera angle
CADP [276] 2016  Video A total of 5.24 hours, 1,416 traffic accident clips, 205 full-time and space annotation videos. &
VEDALI [284] 2016  Image 1,210 images (1024 x 1024 and 512 x 512 pixels), 9 types of vehicles, containing about 6,650 targets in total. ("

mated annotation techniques. RemoteCLIP [288] introduces a
remote sensing visual-language model that enhances semantic
analysis and image retrieval of remote sensing images through
self-supervised learning and masked image modeling, advanc-
ing the application of drones in remote sensing data analysis.

4.2.3. Agriculture

The agricultural section summarizes only publicly available
datasets from the past two years, as shown in Table 9, as sev-
eral reviews have covered datasets before 2023. Agricultural
datasets are commonly used for object detection to identify
weeds, invasive plants, or plant diseases and pests, while se-
mantic segmentation is often used for field division. The Avo-
AirDB dataset [295] is specifically designed for agricultural im-
age segmentation and classification, providing high-resolution
images of avocado crops to support plant identification and
health monitoring in precision agriculture. The CoFly-WeedDB
dataset [296] consists of 201 aerial images, capturing three
types of weeds that interfere with cotton crops, along with cor-
responding annotated images. The WEED-2C Dataset [297]
focuses on training UAV images for species detection of weeds
in soybean fields, automatically identifying two weed species.

4.2.4. Industry

Using drone imagery for industrial inspections, particularly
in infrastructure maintenance, has become increasingly impor-
tant. Table 9 lists several typical datasets. The UAPD dataset
[298] focuses on detecting asphalt pavement cracks through
drone imagery and the YOLO architecture, aiming to enhance
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road and highway maintenance efficiency via automated crack
detection. The InsPLAD dataset [299] is specifically designed
for power line asset detection, containing drone images focused
on infrastructure such as power lines, towers, and insulators. By
providing images under diverse environmental conditions, this
dataset supports the development of automated inspection sys-
tems to identify damage or aging in power equipment, thereby
improving the efficiency and accuracy of power line inspec-
tions.

4.2.5. Emergency Response

These datasets as shown in Table 9 are typically used to en-
hance the visual understanding capabilities of drones in disas-
ter rescue scenarios, particularly in post-disaster scene analysis,
disaster area monitoring, environmental assessment, and rescue
operations. They facilitate rapid image recognition, object de-
tection, and scene understanding tasks. The Aerial SAR dataset
[300] explores drone applications in natural disaster monitoring
and search-and-rescue operations, highlighting the potential for
rapid deployment and autonomous management of drones in
disaster zones. The AFID dataset [301] provides aerial imagery
for water channel surveillance and disaster early warning, sup-
porting the training of deep semantic segmentation models. The
FloodNet dataset [302] offers high-resolution aerial imagery for
post-disaster scene understanding, primarily intended to assist
in post-disaster assessments and emergency rescue operations.
By utilizing these datasets, researchers can significantly im-
prove image analysis capabilities in disaster response and ad-
vance the practical application of drone technology in disaster


https://github.com/AIMSPolyU/TrafficNight
http://aiskyeye.com/home/
https://research.utwente.nl/en/datasets/itcvd-dataset
https://uavid.nl/
https://bozcani.github.io/auairdataset
https://captain-whu.github.io/iSAID/
https://lafi.github.io/LPN/
https://levelxdata.com/highd-dataset/
https://sites.google.com/view/grli-uavdt/
https://ankitshah009.github.io/accident_forecasting_traffic_camera
https://downloads.greyc.fr/vedai

Table 8: UAV-oriented Datasets on Remote Sensing

Name Year Types Amount
RET-3 [288] 2024 IT‘:;:O’E Approximately 13,000 samples. Including RSICD, RSITMD and UCM. ('
DET-10 [288] 2024  Image In the object detection dataset, the number of objects per image ranges from 1 to 70, totaling about 80,000 samples. (&'
SEG-4 [288] 2024  Image The segmented data set covers different regions and resolutions, totaling about 72,000 samples. ('
DIOR [289] 2020 Image 23,463 images, con.tammg 192,472' target msta}r'lces, covering 20 categories, including aircraft, vehicles, ships, bridges, etc.,
each category contains about 1,200 instances. (4
TGRS- . Lo . . . . . .
Total images: 21,761. 13 categories, including aircraft, vehicles, bridges, etc. The total number of targets is approximately
HRRSD 2019  Image A
53,000 targets. (4
[290]
. There are more than 1 million goals and 60 categories, including vehicles, buildings, facilities, boats and so on, which are
xView [285] 2018  Image e - . (A
divided into seven parent categories and several sub-categories. (4
DOTA [286] 2018  Image 2806 images, 188, 282 targets, 15 categories. ('
Image . . A
RSICD [287] 2018 Text 10,921 images, 54,605 descriptive sentences. (4
HRSC2016 2017  TImage 3,433 instances, totaling 1,061 images, including 70 pure ocean images and 991 images containing mixed land-sea areas. 2,876
[291] 2 marked vessel targets. 610 unlabeled images. 2
RSOD [292] 2017  Image Contains 4 types of targets (tank, aircraft, overpass, playground) with 12,000 positive samples and 48,000 negative samples. ('
NWPU- A total of 31,500 images, covering 45 scene categories, 700 images per category, resolution 256 x 256 pixels, spatial resolution
RESISC45 2017  Image >
from 0.2m to 30m. &
[293]
NWPU VHR- 800 high-resolution images, of which 650 contain targets and 150 are background images, covering 10 categories (such as
10 2014  Image . . . . @
[294] aircraft, ships, bridges, etc.), totaling more than 3,000 targets.

rescue efforts.

4.2.6. Military

The MOCO dataset [303] is designed for the Military Image
Captioning (MilitIC) task, which focuses on generating textual
intelligence from images captured by low-altitude UAVs (Un-
manned Aerial Vehicles) and UGVs (Unmanned Ground Ve-
hicles) in military contexts. The dataset includes a training set
with 7,192 images and 35,960 captions, as well as a test set with
257 images and 1,285 captions. Military image captioning, as
a vision-language learning task, aims to automatically gener-
ate descriptive captions for military images, thereby enhancing
situational awareness and supporting decision-making. By inte-
grating image data with textual descriptions, this approach im-
proves intelligence capabilities and operational efficiency in the
military domain.

4.2.7. Wildlife

The WAID [304] is a large-scale, multi-class, high-quality
dataset specifically designed to support the use of drones in
wildlife monitoring. The dataset includes 14,375 drone images
captured under various environmental conditions, covering six
species of wildlife and multiple types of habitats.

4.3. 3D Simulation Platforms

The 3D simulation platform plays a crucial role in the devel-
opment and application of drones by providing safe, control-
lable, and diverse testing scenarios for intelligent drone training
within highly simulated virtual environments. These environ-
ments encompass complex conditions such as varying weather,
lighting, wind speed, terrain, and obstacles. Such platforms
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are capable of generating large-scale, accurately labeled mul-
timodal datasets for training and validation. Additionally, the
simulation platform supports the modeling of multi-machine
collaborative tasks, assessing drones’ collaborative capabili-
ties, communication, and collision avoidance strategies within
shared spaces. This effectively reduces risks and costs as-
sociated with real-world testing. Hardware-in-the-loop (HIL)
simulation further integrates virtual testing with real hardware,
helping identify potential issues and verify system reliability.
In summary, 3D simulation platforms are pivotal in intelligent
training, dataset generation, collaborative task execution, and
hardware verification, significantly accelerating the develop-
ment and deployment of drone technology.

4.3.1. AirSim

AirSim [305] is an open-source, cross-platform simulator de-
veloped by Microsoft, designed specifically for the research and
development of drones, autonomous vehicles, and other au-
tonomous systems. Built on the Unreal Engine, the platform
offers highly realistic physical simulation environments and vi-
sual effects, allowing users to test and validate the performance
of algorithms in virtual scenarios. AirSim supports the simula-
tion of various devices and sensors, including cameras, LiDAR,
IMUs, GPS, and more, while providing comprehensive control
over the environment and vehicles through its powerful APIL.
Developers can extend the platform using Python and C++, en-
abling integration of cutting-edge technologies from fields such
as machine learning, computer vision, and robotics. In addi-
tion to simulating drones and ground vehicles, the platform can
model complex dynamic scenarios, including weather changes,
collision detection, and physical interactions, helping users ac-
celerate prototype validation and algorithm optimization in a


https://github.com/ChenDelong1999/RemoteCLIP?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://github.com/ChenDelong1999/RemoteCLIP?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://github.com/ChenDelong1999/RemoteCLIP?utm_source=chatgpt.com
http://www.escience.cn/people/gongcheng/DIOR.html
https://github.com/CrazyStoneonRoad/TGRS-HRRSD-Dataset
https://xviewdataset.org/
https://captain-whu.github.io/DOTA/
https://github.com/201528014227051/RSICD_optimal
http://www.escience.cn/people/liuzikun/DataSet.html
https://github.com/RSIA-LIESMARS-WHU/RSOD-Dataset-
http://pan.baidu.com/s/1mifR6tU
https://github.com/Gaoshuaikun/NWPU-VHR-10

Table 9: UAV-oriented Datasets on Agriculture & Industry & Emergency Response & Military & Wildlife

Name Year Types Amount
Agriculture
F;I;E%D_ZC 2024  Image Contains 4,129 labeled samples covering 2 weed species. ('
CoFly- Image Consisting of 201 aerial images, different weed types of 3 disturbed row crops (cotton) and their corresponding annotated images
WeedDB 2023 >
Health data were captured. (4

[296]
Avo-AirDB 2022 Image 984 high-resolution RGB images (5472 x 3648 pixels), 93 of which have detailed polygonal annotations, divided into 3 to 4
[295] & categories (small, medium, large, and background). (&

Industry
UAPD [298] 2021  Image There are 2,401 crack images in the original data and 4,479 crack images after data enhancement. ('
InsPLAD 2023 Image 10,607 UAV images containing 17 classes of power assets with a total of 28,933 labeled instances, and defect labels for 5 assets
[299] : & with a total of 402 defect samples classified into 6 defect types. ('

Emergency Response
FloodNet Image The whole dataset has 2,343 images, divided into training ( 60%), validation ( 20%), and test ( 20%) sets. The semantic
2021 2 segmentation labels include: Background, Building Flooded, Building Non-Flooded, Road Flooded, Road Non-Flooded, Water,
[302] Text . A
Tree, Vehicle, Pool, Grass.

AFID [301] 2023  Image A total of 816 images with resolutions of 2720 x 1536 and 2560 x 1440. Contains 8 semantic segmentation categories. ('
é%%;ll SAR 2020  Image 2,000 images with 30,000 action instances covering multiple human behaviors. (£

Military
MOCO [303] 2024 IT‘;‘)‘:?" 7,449 images, 37,245 captions. (7

Wildlife
WAID [304] 2023  Image 14,375 UAV images covering 6 species of wildlife and multiple environment types. ('

safe and controlled virtual environment.

4.3.2. Carla

CARLA [306] is an open-source autonomous driving simu-
lation platform built on Unreal Engine, widely used for the de-
velopment, training, and validation of algorithms for intelligent
systems. Its highly realistic simulation environment supports
complex urban scenarios, including road networks, dynamic
traffic, pedestrian behavior, and diverse weather and lighting
conditions, providing a virtual testing ground for perception, lo-
calization, planning, and control algorithms. CARLA supports
the simulation of various sensors such as cameras, LiDAR,
radar, IMUs, and GPS, and allows users to access its Python or
C++ APIs, as well as interfaces supporting ROS, enabling re-
searchers to quickly develop and test algorithms for navigation,
obstacle avoidance, path planning, and environmental percep-
tion. Additionally, CARLA offers data recording and playback
functionalities, supports multi-agent tasks, and integrates rein-
forcement learning applications, providing a safe, efficient, and
repeatable testing platform for algorithm development in sce-
narios such as low-altitude logistics, monitoring, and patrolling
for UAVs.

4.3.3. NVIDIA Isaac Sim

NVIDIA Isaac Sim [307] is a physics-based robotic simula-
tion platform built on the NVIDIA Omniverse platform, pro-
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viding a high-precision virtual environment for the develop-
ment, testing, and validation of robots and autonomous sys-
tems. The platform leverages NVIDIA’s powerful GPU ac-
celeration and physics engine technologies, including PhysX
and RTX real-time rendering, to present highly realistic sim-
ulation scenes with accurate physical interactions, lighting ef-
fects, and multi-sensor data generation. Isaac Sim offers a wide
range of tools and plugins, allowing integration with various
robotic frameworks, and supports the full development process
from perception and motion planning to control algorithms. In
addition to its applications in traditional robotics, Isaac Sim
can be extended to the UAV domain, supporting drone naviga-
tion, obstacle avoidance, target tracking, and multi-agent col-
laboration tasks through its flexible environmental configura-
tion, sensor simulation (including cameras, LiDAR, IMUs, and
GPS), and complex dynamics modeling. The platform com-
bines simulation reinforcement learning capabilities, data col-
lection features, and digital twin support for real-world scenar-
ios, enabling accelerated algorithm development for UAVs in
areas such as logistics, environmental monitoring, and disaster
response, while providing researchers and developers with an
efficient, safe, and scalable testing environment.

4.3.4. AerialVLN Simulator

The Aerial VLN Simulator [268] is a high-fidelity virtual sim-
ulation platform designed specifically for research on drone
agents. It integrates Unreal Engine 4 and Microsoft AirSim


https://github.com/EvertonTetila/WEED2C-Dataset/?tab=readme-ov-file
https://github.com/CoFly-Project/CoFly-WeedDB/blob/main/README.md?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://github.com/LCSkhalid/Avo-AirDB
https://github.com/tantantetetao/UAPD-Pavement-Distress-Dataset
https://github.com/andreluizbvs/InsPLAD/
https://github.com/BinaLab/FloodNet-Supervised_v1.0
https://purr.purdue.edu/publications/4105/1
https://www.leadingindia.ai/data-set
https://github.com/Panlizhi/MOCO
https://github.com/xiaohuicui/WAID

technologies to realistically simulate typical 3D urban environ-
ments, including cities such as Shanghai, Shenzhen, campuses,
and residential areas, with coverage ranging from 30 hectares
to 3,700 hectares. The platform supports diverse environmen-
tal settings, including varying lighting conditions such as day-
time, dusk, and nighttime, weather patterns such as clear skies,
overcast, and light snow, as well as seasonal changes, allow-
ing drone agents to train in environments that closely resem-
ble real-world conditions. Equipped with built-in front, rear,
left, right, and top multi-view cameras, the platform can gen-
erate high-resolution data such as RGB images, Depth images,
and target segmentation maps, providing rich visual input for
scene understanding and spatial modeling. Additionally, the
Aerial VLN Simulator supports dynamic flight operations for
drones, offering precise control over their 3D position, orien-
tation, and speed, while allowing the execution of complex ma-
neuvers such as turns, climbs, and obstacle avoidance, ensuring
smooth and flexible flight actions. Based on the “Real-to-Sim-
to-Real” design philosophy, the platform significantly narrows
the gap between virtual environments and real-world applica-
tions, making it especially suitable for research and optimiza-
tion in core drone tasks such as scene perception, spatial rea-
soning, path planning, and motion decision-making.

4.3.5. Embodied City

Embodied City [308] is an advanced high-fidelity 3D urban
simulation platform specifically designed for the evaluation and
development of embodied intelligence. Its core feature is the
realistic virtual environments built based on real-world urban
areas, such as commercial districts in Beijing, including highly
detailed building models, street networks, and dynamic simu-
lations of pedestrian and vehicular traffic. The platform uses
Unreal Engine as its technical foundation, combining historical
data with simulation algorithms to provide continuous percep-
tion and interaction capabilities for various embodied agents,
such as drones and ground vehicles. By integrating the AirSim
interface, it supports multimodal input and output, including
RGB images, Depth images, LiDAR, GPS, and IMU data, fa-
cilitating motion control and environmental exploration within
simulations. The design encompasses five task areas: scene
understanding, question answering, dialogue, visual language
navigation, and task planning. Through an easy-to-use Python
SDK and an online platform, users can conveniently remotely
access and test a variety of agent behaviors, while supporting
real-time operation of up to eight agents.

5. Advances of FM-based UAV systems

Integrating Al algorithms such as machine learning and deep
learning into UAV systems has become a mainstream trend.
However, applying traditional AI models in UAV tasks still
faces numerous challenges. First, these models typically rely on
task-specific datasets for training, resulting in insufficient gen-
eralization capability and poor robustness when significant dis-
crepancies exist between the actual scenarios and the training
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distributions. Additionally, traditional AI models are often op-
timized for single tasks, making them less effective in address-
ing the complex requirements of multi-task collaboration. Fur-
thermore, these models exhibit notable limitations in human-
machine interaction and task collaboration [309, 310, 311].

The introduction of LLMs, VFMs, and VLMs inject novel
intelligent capabilities into UAV systems through natural lan-
guage understanding, zero-shot adaptation, multimodal collab-
oration, and intuitive human-machine interaction.

This section explores existing research on integrating LLMs,
VEMs, and VLMs into UAV systems and analyzes the advan-
tages these technologies bring to different tasks. Several typical
works are illustrated in Figure 4. Based on the technical types
and task characteristics, UAV-related tasks are categorized into
the following types:

¢ Visual Perception: These include object detection, se-
mantic segmentation, depth estimation, visual caption, and
VQA. Such tasks focus on environmental perception and
semantic information extraction, serving as the foundation
for high-level decision-making in UAV systems.

¢ Vision-Language Navigation (VLN): VLN represents a
typical application of the deep integration of computer vi-
sion and natural language processing. Building on VLN
tasks, more complex multimodal tasks, such as Vision-
Language Tracking (VLT) and target search, have been
developed. These tasks integrate multiple components,
including perception, planning, decision-making, control,
and human-machine interaction, forming the core frame-
work for intelligent task execution in UAVs.

e Planning: This includes path optimization, task alloca-
tion, and adaptive task optimization in dynamic environ-
ments.

e Flight Control: These involve low-level control tasks
such as attitude stabilization, path tracking, and obstacle
avoidance.

o Infrastructures: This focuses on providing comprehen-
sive technical and data support for UAV systems, includ-
ing the development of integrated frameworks and plat-
forms, as well as the creation and processing of high-
quality datasets. These efforts not only enhance the ef-
ficiency of UAV applications in multimodal tasks but also
provide critical support for foundational research and tech-
nological innovation in the UAV domain.

We provide a systematic comparison of relevant methods in
Table 10 to offer a high-level overview of this rapidly evolving
field. It should be noted that the “Base Model” column in Ta-
ble 10 lacks specific model names (e.g., GPT, LLM) in some
cases, as the original references did not specify the exact model
versions. For certain models, reference citations are included
because detailed descriptions of the models were not provided
in Section 3. Additionally, the notation “LLMs or VLMs” in-
dicates that multiple types of base models were tested in the
corresponding method.



Table 10: Advances of FM-based UAV Systems in Various Tasks

Category Subcategory Method / Model Name Type Base Model
Liet al.[312] VEM CLIP
Ma et al.[313] VFM Grounding DINO + CLIP
Obicct Detection Limberg et al.[314] VEM+VLM YOLO-World + GPT-4V
) ! Kim ef al.[315] VLM+VEM LLaVA-1.5 + CLIP
LGNet[3] VEM CLIP
[316] VLM+VEM BLIP-2 + OvSeg[317] + VILD[318]
. . . COMRP[313] VEM Grounding DINO + CLIP + SAM + DINOv2
Visual P
isual Perception Segmentation CrossEarth[319] VFM DINOv2
Depth Estimation TanDepth[320] VFM Depth Anything
DroneGPT[4] VLM+LLM+VFEM VISPROG + GPT-3.5 + Grounding DINO
de Zarza et al [321]. LLM BLIP-2 + GPT-3.5
. . AeroAgent[322] VLM GPT-4V
Visual Caption/QA RS-LLaVA[323] VLM LLaVA-1.5
GeoRSCLIP[324] VEM CLIP
SkyEyeGPT[325] VEM+LLM EVA-CLIP + LLaMA2
Indoor NaVid[326] VEM+LLM EVA-CLIP + Vicuna
VLN-MP[327] VFM Grounding DINO / GLIP
Gao et al.[328] VEM+LLM Grounding DINO + TAP + GPT-40
MGP[267] LLM+VFEM GPT-3.5 + Grounding DINO + MobileSAM
UAV Navigation LLM[329] LLM+VFM Vicuna + EVA-CLIP
VLN Outdoor GOMAA-Geo|2] LLM+VFEM LLMs + CLIP
NavAgent[1] LLM+VFEM+VLM GLIP + BLIP-2 + GPT-4 + LLaMA2
ASMA[330] LLM+VFM GPT-2 + CLIP
Zhang et al.[331] VFM+LLM GroundingDINO + LLM
Chen et al.[332] LLM GPT-3.5
Tracking CloudTrack[333] VFEM+VLM Grounding DINO + VLMs
Target Search NEUSIS[334] VEM+VLM HYDRA + CLIP + Grounding DINO + EfficientSAM
8 Say-REAPEx[335] LLM GPT-40-mini / Llama3 / Claude3 / Gemini
TypeFly[5] LLM GPT-4
SPINE[336] LLM+VFM+VLM GPT-4 + Grounding DINO + LLaVA
Plannin LEVIOSA[337] LLM Gemini 1.5 / GPT-40
2 - TPML[338] LLM GPT / PengCheng Mind[339]
REALJ6] LLM GPT-4
Liu et al.[340] LLM GPT-4
PromptCraft[341] LLM GPT
Zhong et al.[342] LLM GPT
Sinele-agent Tazir et al.[343] LLM GPT-3.5
ge-ag Phadke ef al.[344] LLM )
Flight Control EAI-SIM[345] LLM GPT / PengCheng Mind[339]
TALST[346] LLM GPT-3.5
Swarm-GPT[347] LLM GPT-3.5
Swarm FlockGPT[348] LLM GPT-4
CLIPSwarm[349] VEM CLIP
DTLLM-VLT[350] VEM+LLM SAM + Osprey + LLaMA / Vicuna
Yao et al.[271] LLM GPT-3.5 / ChatGLM
GPG2A[351] LLM Gemini
Infrastructures AeroVerse[352] VLM+LLM VLMs + GPT-4
- Tang et al.[353] LLM _
Xu et al.[354] LLM _
LLM-RS[355] LLM ChatGLM2
Pineli et al.[356] LLM LLaMA3
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Figure 4: Typical works on FM-based UAV systems.

5.1. Visual Perception

5.1.1. Object Detection

Traditional object detection algorithms face significant chal-
lenges in UAV applications. The variations in flight altitude
and viewing angles of UAVs result in changes in the visual
field, making multi-scale object detection a key research fo-
cus [357, 358, 359]. However, dynamic environmental con-
ditions, diverse shooting scenarios, and unpredictability further
increase the complexity of detection tasks [360, 361]. Addition-
ally, domain-specific characteristics of different scenes make it
difficult for models to achieve robust generalization across di-
verse environments. To address these challenges, some studies
attempt to enhance model robustness through improved train-
ing strategies, such as training dedicated models for specific
UAV scenarios or introducing multi-task learning frameworks
[362, 363, 364]. However, these methods often incur high train-
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ing costs and still have limitations in generalization. Moreover,
traditional supervised learning methods rely heavily on large
amounts of manually labeled data, further increasing the time
and resource costs associated with dataset construction.

From a higher perspective, traditional bounding box-based
object detection methods primarily focus on the geometric fea-
tures of objects and lack the ability to model contextual infor-
mation. Such discrete low-level feature representations struggle
to capture complex semantic information, limiting their poten-
tial for high-level tasks. The introduction of natural language
opens new avenues for UAV object detection tasks. The com-
bination of natural language and vision leverages their comple-
mentary strengths. With the flexibility, zero-shot learning ca-
pabilities, contextual understanding, and strong generalization
performance of VLMs and VFMs, these models can effectively
tackle complex tasks and significantly improve the accuracy



and adaptability of UAV object detection through multimodal
integration.

In specific applications, Li ef al. [312] combined CLIP [186]
with traditional object tracking modules to accomplish natural
language tracking (TNL) tasks for UAVs. Ma et al. [313] en-
hanced the accuracy of road scene detection in UAV imagery
by integrating Grounding DINO [192] and CLIP. Limberg et
al. [314] utilized the combination of YOLO-World [196] and
GPT-4V [167] to achieve zero-shot human detection and ac-
tion recognition in UAV imagery. Kim et al. [315] employed
LLaVA-1.5 [170] to generate weather descriptions for UAV im-
ages by combining visual features with language prompts such
as weather and lighting conditions. Using a CLIP encoder, they
fused image features with weather-related information. Based
on this framework, weather-aware object queries were imple-
mented, effectively leveraging weather information in object
detection tasks, thereby significantly improving detection ac-
curacy and robustness.

Notably, the multimodal representation capabilities of CLIP
can generate high-quality domain-invariant features, providing
strong support for training traditional object detection models.
For example, LGNet [3] introduced CLIP’s multimodal fea-
tures, significantly enhancing the robustness and performance
of UAV object detection under diverse shooting conditions.
Furthermore, LLMs, VLMs, and VFMs have accumulated ex-
tensive research experience in general object detection tasks,
offering important insights for UAV object detection tasks. Ex-
amples include LLM-AR [365], Han et al. [366], Lin et al.
[367], ContextDET [368], and LLMI3D [369].

However, relying solely on VFMs or VLMs for object de-
tection may lead to performance limitations in certain scenarios
due to model hallucinations or inadequate task-specific adapt-
ability [370, 371, 372]. While traditional deep learning mod-
els exhibit reliable performance in specific tasks, they lack
cross-task generalization capabilities. A better solution is to
adopt a “large model + small model” collaborative architec-
ture, leveraging the strong generalization capabilities of large
models and the domain specialization of small models. For ex-
ample, the Hidetomo Sakaino Visual Recognition Group [316]
proposed a method combining DL models with VLMs for vis-
ibility and weather condition estimation. This method effec-
tively addresses challenges such as scale variation, perspective
changes, and environmental disturbances in image processing,
including sky background interference and long-distance small
object detection. It demonstrated outstanding robustness and
stability across various environments and weather conditions.

5.1.2. Semantic Segmentation

As a computer vision task, UAV semantic segmentation faces
many challenges similar to those in object detection, such as
insufficient generalization capabilities caused by adversarial vi-
sual conditions and a heavy reliance on manually labeled data.
Additionally, UAV remote sensing images encounter complex
foreground-background interactions across multi-scale scenar-
ios in semantic segmentation tasks, posing unique challenges
in this field [373, 374]. Although Domain Adaptation (DA)
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techniques have been widely applied to cross-domain seman-
tic segmentation, these approaches primarily force the model to
adjust from the source domain to a predefined target domain.
However, such methods exhibit limited generalization to un-
seen domains, underscoring the urgent need for more flexible
and robust strategies to enhance model performance in diverse
scenarios [375, 376].

The introduction of VLMs and VFMs into UAV semantic
segmentation tasks has infused the field with new technolog-
ical momentum. These models can efficiently perform zero-
shot semantic segmentation while flexibly defining and guid-
ing segmentation tasks through natural language interactions,
demonstrating exceptional potential to meet diverse scenario
requirements. For example, COMRP [313] focuses on pars-
ing road scenes in high-resolution UAV imagery. Its method
first utilizes Grounding DINO [192] and CLIP [186] to extract
road-related regions and automatically generates segmentation
masks using SAM [198]. Then, features are extracted using
ResNet [377] and DINOv2 [193], and mask feature vectors are
clustered using a spectral clustering method to generate pseudo-
labels. These labels are used to train a teacher model, iteratively
optimizing the performance of a student model. COMRP elim-
inates the dependence on manual annotations, providing an ef-
ficient and automated solution for UAV road scene parsing.

Additionally, CrossEarth [319] is a cross-domain generaliza-
tion semantic segmentation VFM designed for the remote sens-
ing field. It combines two complementary strategies: Earth-
style injection and multi-task training, significantly enhanc-
ing cross-domain generalization capabilities. Earth-style in-
jection incorporates diverse styles from the Earth domain into
the source domain data, extending the distribution range of the
training data. Multi-task training leverages a shared DINOv2
backbone to optimize both semantic segmentation and mask
image modeling tasks simultaneously, enabling the learning of
robust semantic features.

5.1.3. Depth Estimation

One of the core functionalities of UAV perception systems
is to perform 3D modeling of terrain and natural environments,
thereby generating consistent and accurate 3D geometric rep-
resentations of the flight area. In recent years, methods based
on Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) and 3D Gaussian Splatting
(3DGS) have made significant progress in this task, exemplified
by UAV-NeRF [378] and AGS [379]. However, these methods
still face numerous challenges in large-scale scenarios. Against
this backdrop, Monocular Depth Estimation (MDE) has gradu-
ally emerged as a more advantageous solution [380, 381, 382].

Florea et al. [320] proposed the TanDepth framework,
which combines the relative depth estimation of the Depth
Anything[215] model with Global Digital Elevation Model
(GDEM) data to generate high-precision Depth images with
real-world dimensions using a scale recovery method. Ex-
perimental results on multiple UAV datasets demonstrate that
TanDepth exhibits outstanding accuracy and robustness in com-
plex terrains and dynamic flight environments. This approach
opens up new technological directions for UAV depth estima-



tion tasks, particularly showcasing its efficiency and adaptabil-
ity in scenarios lacking high-precision depth sensors.

5.1.4. Visual Caption and VQA

Visual caption and VQA belong to the cross-modal fusion
domain of computer vision and natural language processing,
focusing on semantic understanding and natural language rep-
resentation of image and video content. Traditional methods are
often based on deep learning frameworks, where visual feature
extraction and language generation are designed as independent
modules. However, such a separated design exhibits signifi-
cant limitations in complex scenarios, open-domain problems,
and fine-grained description generation, primarily constrained
by the model’s expressive capabilities and the misalignment of
multimodal features [383, 384, 385, 386]. With the rapid ad-
vancement of VLMs and VFMs, these models leverage joint
representation learning of vision and language to significantly
enhance their understanding of complex cross-modal informa-
tion. Pretrained on large-scale multimodal datasets, VLMs and
VFMs exhibit exceptional task generalization capabilities and
can generate fine-grained semantic descriptions in complex sce-
narios, demonstrating high adaptability to open-domain tasks
[169, 174, 175, 176, 180, 185].

In UAV visual caption and visual question-answering tasks,
research mainly focuses on two directions: the first is selecting
or combining existing VLMs and VFMs to adapt them to UAV
task scenarios based on specific UAV requirements; the second
is training or fine-tuning VLMs or VFMs with domain-specific
data to build specialized models for UAV vertical applications,
addressing unique challenges. These research directions aim to
further enhance UAVs’ visual perception, semantic reasoning,
and task execution capabilities in complex environments, pro-
viding robust support for intelligent and user-friendly human-
machine interaction.

For the first research direction, several studies have explored
combining existing VLMs and VFMs to adapt to UAV sce-
narios. For instance, Qiu et al. [4] proposed the DroneGPT
framework based on the visual reasoning model VISPROG
[185], where GPT-3.5 [141] converts user natural language
queries into task logic codes. These codes invoke Ground-
ing DINO [192] to parse visual information and perform se-
mantic reasoning, ultimately outputting clear and accurate vi-
sual question-answering results. De Zarza et al. designed a
framework combining BLIP-2 [176] with GPT-3.5 for efficient
UAV video scene understanding and semantic reasoning, where
BLIP-2 extracts preliminary semantic information from each
video frame, and GPT-3.5 generates high-level scene descrip-
tions. The AeroAgent architecture [322] optimizes UAV visual
question-answering modules from an agent perspective. Built
on GPT-4V [167], it constructs a retrievable multimodal mem-
ory database (similar to the RAG framework), significantly im-
proving comprehension and answer accuracy in complex sce-
narios while mitigating hallucination issues in generative mod-
els.

For the second research direction, existing work mainly fo-
cuses on the UAV remote sensing field, aiming to enhance the
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semantic understanding of remote sensing images by develop-
ing VLMs and VFMs tailored to this domain. Traditional re-
mote sensing vision analysis methods heavily rely on domain
expertise, incur high annotation costs, and show limited per-
formance in handling complex scenarios and semantic interac-
tions. Bazi et al. proposed RS-LLaVA [323], which pretrains
and fine-tunes the LLaVA-1.5 [170] model for domain-specific
tasks, enabling subtitle generation and VQA for remote sensing
images. Zhang et al. [324] developed the GeoRSCLIP model
by constructing a large-scale remote sensing image-text paired
dataset, RS5M, and performing full fine-tuning or Parameter-
Efficient Fine-Tuning (PEFT) on the CLIP [186] model. The
model demonstrated outstanding performance in zero-shot clas-
sification (ZSC), cross-modal retrieval (RSCTIR), and seman-
tic localization (Sel.o), showcasing robust domain adaptability
and task generalization capabilities. SkyEyeGPT [325], a uni-
fied framework for visual-language tasks in the remote sensing
field, employs EVA-CLIP [189] as the visual encoder to extract
image features and LLaMA?2 [154] as the language decoder for
task outputs. Instruction-tuned datasets optimize the model to
support tasks such as image description, VQA, and visual lo-
calization.

5.2. Vision-Language Navigation

In recent years, methods based on deep learning have
achieved significant progress in VLN. For instance, vision and
language fusion techniques based on the Transformer architec-
ture have been widely applied in VLN and its derivative tasks
[268, 387, 388]. However, VLN tasks still face numerous chal-
lenges. On the one hand, the alignment and fusion of multi-
modal features remain a core difficulty, particularly in dynamic
and complex scenarios where inconsistent features may lead
to instability in task decision-making. On the other hand, the
heavy reliance on existing methods of annotated data limits the
model’s transferability to unannotated environments. Addition-
ally, in open-domain tasks, the generalization and robustness of
models still need further improvement.

With the introduction of VLMs and VFMs, VLN and its
derivative tasks have embraced a new developmental trajectory.
Through large-scale pretraining, these models can effectively
learn aligned representations of cross-modal features, signif-
icantly enhancing task understanding and execution capabili-
ties. In complex and dynamic scenarios, they demonstrate out-
standing generalization performance, providing stronger tech-
nical support for intelligent UAV navigation, target tracking,
and target search.

UAV VLN involves path planning in 3D space by combining
visual inputs with natural language instructions. Compared to
traditional ground-based navigation, aerial navigation requires
consideration of flight altitude and the complexity of 3D spatial
perception and reasoning. Additionally, UAV VLN tasks dif-
fer significantly across scenarios: indoor environments feature
more defined geometric constraints, simplifying mission plan-
ning, while outdoor environments introduce greater complex-
ity due to the scale of open spaces and dynamic environmental
changes.



5.2.1. Indoor

For indoor UAV VLN, NaVid [326] utilizes EVA-CLIP [189]
to extract visual features, combined with Q-Former [175, 176]
to generate visual tokens and geometric tokens. Cross-modal
projection aligns visual and language features, while Vicuna-
7B [243] interprets natural language instructions and generates
specific navigation actions. The system relies solely on monoc-
ular video streams without requiring maps, odometry, or depth
information. By encoding historical observations as spatiotem-
poral context, it enables real-time reasoning for low-level nav-
igation actions, demonstrating exceptional path planning and
dynamic adjustment capabilities in indoor environments. More-
over, multimodal prompting shows significant potential in UAV
VLN tasks. Hong ef al. [327] proposed the VLN-MP frame-
work, which enhances task understanding through multimodal
prompts, reduces ambiguities in natural language instructions,
and supports diverse and high-quality prompt settings. This
system generates landmark-related image prompts using a data
generation pipeline, combined with Grounding DINO [192] or
GLIP [190], while ControlNet [389] enhances data diversity.
Finally, the system fuses image and text features via a visual
encoder and multi-layer Transformer modules to generate pre-
cise navigation actions.

5.2.2. Outdoor

For outdoor UAV VLN, Liu et al. [268] proposed Aeri-
alVLN, addressing the gap in aerial navigation research. This
task requires UAVs to navigate to target locations based on
natural language instructions and first-person visual percep-
tion, treating all unoccupied points as navigable regions with-
out preconstructed navigation maps. Based on this task, Liu
et al. developed an extended baseline model built on conven-
tional cross-modal alignment (CMA) navigation methods, pro-
viding an initial solution for aerial navigation. Subsequent re-
search incorporated LLMs to enhance task performance. For
example, Gao et al. [328] designed an LLM-based end-to-
end UAV VLN framework. This system uses GPT-4o to de-
compose natural language instructions into multiple sub-goals
and combines Grounding DINO [192] and Tokenize Anything
(TAP)[202] to extract semantic masks and visual informa-
tion. RGB images and Depth images are transformed into a
semantic-topological-metric representation (STMR). With de-
signed multimodal prompts, including task descriptions, his-
torical trajectories, and semantic matrices, GPT-40 performs
chain-of-thought reasoning to generate navigation actions (di-
rection, rotation angle, and movement distance), significantly
improving navigation success rates on the Aerial VLN dataset.

Other notable studies include the CityNav dataset and its ac-
companying model MGP proposed by Lee et al. [267]. MGP
uses GPT-3.5 [141] to interpret landmark names, spatial rela-
tionships, and task goals, combining Grounding DINO [192]
and MobileSAM [204] to generate high-precision target regions
for navigation map construction and path planning. Wang et al.
[329] developed a system framework for UAV VLN, introduc-
ing the novel benchmark task UAV-Need-Help and constructing
a related dataset via the OpenUAV simulation platform. Their
UAV Navigation LLM model, based on Vicuna-7B [243] and
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EVA-CLIP [189], extracts visual features and employs a hi-
erarchical trajectory generation mechanism for efficient natu-
ral language navigation. GOMAA-Geo[2] framework focuses
on multimodal active geolocalization tasks by integrating vari-
ous LLMs with CLIP[186]. It fully leverages multimodal tar-
get descriptions (such as natural language, ground images, and
aerial images) and visual cues to achieve efficient and accu-
rate target localization, demonstrating excellent zero-shot gen-
eralization capabilities. The NavAgent[1] framework incorpo-
rates advanced models such as LLaMA2[154], BLIP-2[176],
GPT-4[143], and GLIP[190]. Parsing natural language naviga-
tion instructions to extract landmark descriptions and utilizing
a fine-tuned landmark recognition module achieve precise land-
mark localization in panoramic images. This framework excels
in path planning and navigation tasks in urban outdoor scenar-
ios, providing robust technical support for UAV navigation in
complex environments. Related studies, such as ASMA [330],
Zhang et al. [331], and Chen et al. [332] also explore UAV
VLN solutions for outdoor environments and are worth further
attention.

Notably, Liu et al. [390] proposed the Volumetric Environ-
ment Representation (VER), offering an innovative perspective
for UAV VLN tasks. This approach divides the environment
into 3D voxel grids, aggregating multi-view 2D visual features
into 3D space to generate a unified environment representation.
Using a multi-task learning framework, the system predicts 3D
occupancy, room layouts, and object-bounding boxes. VER-
based systems estimate states through multi-layer Transformer
modules, assisted by memory modules that store historical ob-
servations for global planning. Local and global action deci-
sion modules execute navigation tasks. This 3D spatial repre-
sentation approach is not only suitable for indoor VLN tasks
but also holds the potential for extension to outdoor open en-
vironments. By segmenting outdoor scenes and applying the
same voxel modeling methodology with a temporal connection
mechanism across segments, this approach could further sup-
port navigation tasks in complex dynamic environments.

523 VLT

The VLT task aims to achieve continuous target tracking
based on multimodal inputs while dynamically adjusting flight
paths to address challenges such as target occlusion and envi-
ronmental interference. Currently, VLT tasks typically utilize
Multimodal Attention Mechanisms to effectively integrate vi-
sual and linguistic signals. However, similar to VLN and ob-
ject detection tasks, they still face challenges in cross-modal
feature alignment, insufficient generalization capabilities, and
adaptability to dynamic environments [391, 392].

Li et al. [312] introduced the UAVNLT dataset and de-
veloped a baseline method for UAV natural language track-
ing (TNL) based on it. The visual localization module in this
method employs CLIP [186], leveraging its multimodal fea-
tures to precisely locate the target in the first frame. Similar to
VLN tasks, VLT tasks integrate natural language descriptions
with target bounding boxes, using natural language as auxil-
iary information to reduce ambiguities introduced by bounding
boxes. The natural language descriptions in the TNL system



clearly specify target attributes, helping the system accurately
identify and track targets in complex scenarios, thereby effec-
tively addressing tracking challenges in dynamic environments.
Blei et al. [333] proposed CloudTrack, an open-vocabulary tar-
get detection and tracking system for UAV search and rescue
missions. This system adopts a cloud-edge collaborative archi-
tecture, combining Grounding DINO [192] with VLMs to parse
semantic descriptions, enabling the detection and filtering of
complex targets. CloudTrack provides reliable technical sup-
port for intelligent UAV perception and dynamic task execution
in resource-constrained environments, showcasing the potential
of multimodal technologies in UAV intelligent missions.

5.2.4. Target Search

The target search task integrates multimodal target percep-
tion and intelligent mission planning, representing a complex
high-level autonomous UAV mission. It can be viewed as a
combination of “Vision-Language Navigation + Object Detec-
tion + Efficient Path Planning.” Compared to traditional VLN
tasks, target search requires UAVs to efficiently perceive and
locate targets while navigating [393, 394].

Cai et al.[334] proposed the NEUSIS framework, a neural-
symbolic approach for target search tasks in complex envi-
ronments, enabling UAVs to perform autonomous perception,
reasoning, and planning under uncertainty. The framework
comprises three main modules: First, the Perception, Local-
ization, and 3D Reasoning Module (GRiD) integrates VFMs
and neural-symbolic methods, such as HYDRA[184] for dy-
namic visual reasoning, CLIP[186] for target attribute classifi-
cation, Grounding DINO[192] for open-set target localization,
and EfficientSAM[203] for efficient instance segmentation, to
accomplish tasks like target detection, attribute recognition, and
3D projection. Second, the Probabilistic World Model Mod-
ule employs Bayesian filtering and distribution ranking mech-
anisms to maintain probabilistic target maps and 3D environ-
mental representations by fusing noisy data, thus supporting
dynamic target localization and reliable report generation. Fi-
nally, the Selection, Navigation, and Coverage Module (SNaC)
utilizes high-level region selection, mid-level path navigation,
and low-level area coverage. Through the A* algorithm and be-
lief map-based optimization methods, it generates efficient path
planning schemes, ensuring the UAV maximizes target search
tasks within limited time constraints. Ddschl et al. [335] intro-
duced the Say-REAPEX framework for online mission planning
and execution in UAV search-and-rescue tasks. This frame-
work uses GPT-40-mini as the primary language model and
tests Llama3 [155], Claude3 [168], and Gemini [152] for pars-
ing natural language mission instructions. It dynamically up-
dates mission states using observational data and generates cor-
responding action plans. The framework also employs online
heuristic search to optimize UAV mission paths, significantly
enhancing real-time responsiveness and autonomous decision-
making in dynamic environments. Say-REAPEx provides effi-
cient and reliable technical solutions for complex tasks.
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5.3. Planning

Traditional UAV mission planning algorithms face signifi-
cant challenges in adaptability and coordination in complex dy-
namic environments. Task planning for multi-UAV systems
must comprehensively consider the capabilities, limitations,
and sensing modes of each UAV while satisfying constraints
such as energy consumption and collision avoidance to achieve
efficient mission allocation and path planning [395, 396]. How-
ever, despite the new technical approaches provided by deep
learning, these methods still exhibit limitations, such as heavy
reliance on large-scale annotated data, insufficient real-time
adaptation to environmental dynamics, and limited capabil-
ity to handle unexpected situations or undefined fault modes.
Additionally, models trained for fixed missions or environ-
ments often struggle to generalize well to different scenarios
[88, 397, 115].

LLMs, leveraging the CoT framework [228], can decompose
complex missions into a series of clear and executable sub-
tasks, thereby providing a well-defined planning path and logi-
cal framework. With the advantages of in-context learning and
few-shot learning, LLMs can flexibly adapt to diverse mission
requirements and rapidly generate efficient planning strategies
even without large-scale annotated data [230, 231]. Further-
more, LLMs’ outstanding performance in natural language un-
derstanding and generation enables real-time collaboration with
operators through language instructions, significantly enhanc-
ing the intelligence and operational flexibility of mission plan-
ning.

TypeFly [5] uses GPT-4 [143] to parse natural language in-
structions provided by users and generate precise mission plan-
ning scripts. It also introduces a lightweight mission plan-
ning language (MiniSpec) to optimize the number of tokens
required for mission generation, thereby improving mission
generation efficiency and response speed. The framework in-
tegrates a visual encoding module for real-time environmen-
tal perception and dynamic mission adjustment and includes
a “Replan” mechanism to handle environmental changes dur-
ing execution. SPINE [336], designed for mission planning
in unstructured environments, combines GPT-4 and semantic
topological maps to reason and dynamically plan from incom-
plete natural language mission descriptions. The framework
employs Grounding DINO [192] for object detection, LLaVA
[169, 170] to enrich semantic information, and uses a Receding
Horizon Framework to decompose complex missions into ex-
ecutable paths, enabling dynamic adjustments and efficient ex-
ecution. LEVIOSA [337] generates UAV trajectories through
natural language, using Gemini [151, 152] or GPT-40 to parse
user text or voice inputs, translating mission requirements into
high-level waypoint planning. The framework combines rein-
forcement learning with a multi-critic consensus mechanism to
optimize trajectories, ensuring that the plans meet safety and
energy efficiency requirements. It achieves end-to-end automa-
tion from natural language to 3D UAV trajectories, supporting
dynamic environment adaptation and collaborative multi-UAV
mission execution. Similar studies include TPML [338], REAL
[6], and the work by Liu ef al. [340], which further expands the
applications of LLMs in UAV mission planning.



5.4. Flight Control

UAV flight control tasks are generally categorized into two
types: single-UAV flight control and swarm UAV flight con-
trol. In single-UAV flight control, imitation learning and re-
inforcement learning methods have gradually become main-
stream, demonstrating significant potential in enhancing the in-
telligence of control strategies [398, 399, 400]. However, these
methods typically rely on large-scale annotated data and face
limitations in real-time performance and safety. In swarm UAV
flight control, techniques such as multi-agent reinforcement
learning and Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) provide powerful
modeling capabilities for multi-UAV collaborative tasks, show-
ing advantages in scenarios such as formation flying, task allo-
cation, and dynamic obstacle avoidance [401, 402, 403, 404].
Nevertheless, these approaches still encounter significant chal-
lenges in communication delays, computational complexity,
and global optimization capabilities.

Compared to traditional methods, LLM-based flight con-
trol introduces entirely new possibilities to the field. Leverag-
ing few-shot learning capabilities, LLMs can quickly adapt to
new task requirements; their in-context learning abilities enable
models to dynamically analyze task environments and generate
high-level flight strategies. Furthermore, semantic-based natu-
ral language interaction significantly enhances human-machine
collaboration efficiency, supporting mission planning, real-
time decision-making, and complex environment adaptation in
UAVs. Although this research direction is still in its early ex-
ploratory stage, it has already shown tremendous potential in
task scenarios requiring semantic understanding and high-level
decision-making.

In the domain of single-UAV flight control, early studies laid
an important foundation for applying LLMs to this task. For
example, Courbon et al. [405] proposed a vision-based navi-
gation strategy that uses a monocular camera to observe natural
landmarks, building a visual memory and enabling autonomous
navigation in unknown environments by matching current vi-
sual images with pre-recorded keyframes. Vemprala et al. [341]
developed the PromptCraft platform, a pioneering work apply-
ing LLMs to UAV flight control. This platform integrates Chat-
GPT with the Microsoft AirSim [305] simulation environment.
By designing flight control-specific prompts and combining the
ChatGPT API with the AirSim API, it enables natural language-
driven flight control. Prompt design plays a critical role in this
process, directly impacting the accuracy of task understanding
and instruction generation. Similar studies include explorations
by Zhong et al. [342], Tazir et al. [343], and Phadke er al.[344],
as well as the development of frameworks like EAI-SIM [345]
and TALST [346].

In the domain of swarm UAV flight control, Jiao et al. [347]
proposed the Swarm-GPT system, which combines LLMs with
model-based safe motion planning to build an innovative frame-
work for swarm UAV flight control. This system uses GPT-
3.5 [141] to generate time-series waypoints for UAVs and op-
timizes the paths through a safety planning module to sat-
isfy physical constraints and collision avoidance requirements.
Swarm-GPT allows users to dynamically modify flight paths
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through re-prompting, enabling flexible formation and dynamic
adjustment of UAV swarms. Additionally, the system demon-
strated the safety of trajectory planning and the artistic effects
of formation performances in simulation environments. Simi-
lar research includes FlockGPT [348] and CLIPSwarm [349],
which explore automated and creative control schemes to en-
hance the efficiency and operability of UAV swarm perfor-
mances.

5.5. Infrastructures

The construction and processing of datasets are particularly
critical in the foundational research of UAV systems. High-
quality data resources and well-established data processing
workflows are essential to ensuring the efficient application of
LLM, VLM, and VFM technologies in UAV tasks. These re-
search efforts not only lay a solid foundation for the application
of UAVs in multimodal tasks but also provide strong support
for technological innovation and methodological advancements
in related fields.

DTLLM-VLT [350] is a framework designed to enhance
VLT performance through multi-granularity text generation.
The framework uses SAM [198] to extract segmentation masks
of targets, combined with Osprey [208] to generate initial visual
descriptions. LLaMA [153, 154, 155] or Vicuna [156] then gen-
erates four types of granular text annotations: initial brief de-
scriptions, initial detailed descriptions, dense brief descriptions,
and dense detailed descriptions, covering target categories, col-
ors, actions, and dynamic changes. These high-quality text data
significantly enhance semantic support for multimodal tasks,
improving tracking accuracy and robustness while reducing the
time and cost of semantic annotation. Yao et al. [271] devel-
oped the CNER-UAV dataset for fine-grained Chinese Named
Entity Recognition in UAV delivery systems, leveraging GPT-
3.5 [141] and ChatGLM [161, 162, 163] to achieve precise ad-
dress information recognition.

A noteworthy challenge in UAV systems is the high cost and
labor-intensive effort of acquiring aerial imagery. To address
this, Arrabi et al. [351] proposed the GPG2A model, which
synthesizes aerial imagery from ground images using Ground-
to-Aerial (G2A) techniques, overcoming the generation chal-
lenges posed by significant viewpoint differences. The model
employs a two-stage generation framework: the first stage uses
ConvNeXt-B[406] to extract ground image features and applies
the polar coordinate transformation to generate bird’s-eye view
(BEV) layout maps for capturing scene geometry explicitly.
The second stage introduces a diffusion model to generate high-
quality aerial imagery by combining BEV layout maps with
textual descriptions. The textual descriptions are generated by
Gemini [151, 152] and optimized into Dynamic Text Prompts
using BERT [407], enhancing the semantic relevance and scene
consistency of the generated imagery. This approach effectively
addresses the challenges of viewpoint transformation and pro-
vides an innovative solution for efficiently acquiring aerial im-
agery, offering significant practical value.

In terms of frameworks and platforms, related research
demonstrates diverse development directions. Yao ef al. [352]
proposed AeroVerse, a highly referential platform designed as



an aviation intelligence benchmark suite for UAV agents. Aero-
Verse integrates simulators, datasets, task definitions, and eval-
uation methodologies to advance UAV technologies in per-
ception, cognition, planning, and decision-making. Its sys-
tem architecture includes a high-precision simulation platform,
AeroSimulator, based on Unreal Engine and AirSim. AeroSim-
ulator generates multimodal datasets spanning real and virtual
scenes and provides fine-tuned datasets customized for five core
tasks: scene perception, spatial reasoning, navigation explo-
ration, mission planning, and motion decision-making.
Additionally, several innovative frameworks combine LLMs
with UAV-specific tasks. For example, Tang et al. [353] de-
veloped a safety assessment framework for UAV control; Xu et
al. [354] designed an emergency communication network opti-
mization framework for UAV deployment in dynamic environ-
ments; LLM-RS [355] focuses on UAV air combat simulation
tasks, incorporating reward design and decision optimization
to enhance system performance; Pineli et al. [356] proposed
a UAV voice control framework, leveraging natural language
processing technologies to maximize the potential of human-
machine interaction. These works contribute to the develop-
ment of UAV technologies from various dimensions, forming
essential support for UAV intelligence and task diversification.

6. Application scenarios of FMs-based UAVs

This section focuses on the practical application scenarios of
combining UAVs with LLMs. LLMs provide advanced cogni-
tive and analytical capabilities for multimodal data, including
image, audio, text, and even video data. Compared to UAVs in-
tegrated with traditional machine learning algorithms, incorpo-
rating LLMs into UAV systems significantly enhances their en-
vironmental perception capabilities [408, 409], enables smarter
decision-making processes [410], and improves user experience
by leveraging the strong comprehension abilities of LLMs in
human-machine interaction [344, 411].

Based on existing literature, we introduce typical works on
the integration of FMs with UAVs as illustrated in Figure 5:
Surveillance, Logistics and Emergency Response. These three
categories presented are not exhaustive of all UAV applications
but rather represent the current areas where the combination of
UAV technology and advanced model capabilities has been par-
ticularly effective. They focus on improving three key capabil-
ities: environmental perception, autonomous decision-making,
and human-machine interaction.

6.1. Surveillance

For surveillance, UAVs are used for monitoring traffic sce-
narios, urban environments, and other regulatory tasks. Tra-
ditional methods for addressing UAV applications in monitor-
ing tasks primarily rely on machine learning techniques. In
recent years, substantial research has been conducted in this
area, including vehicle trajectory monitoring [412], road con-
dition monitoring [413, 414], road-side units (RSUs) commu-
nication [415], and applications and management in urban sce-
narios [416]. However, H. Menouar et al. [417] pointed out
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that UAVs are expected to play a significant role in Intelligent
Transportation Systems (ITS) and smart cities, but their effec-
tiveness will depend on greater autonomy and automation. Sim-
ilarly, Wang L et al. [418] emphasized the importance of UAVs
in urban management and highlighted challenges such as au-
tomation and human-machine interaction. The emergence of
FMs has recently led to research exploring how the integration
of FMs with UAVs can enhance their usability and task perfor-
mance.

In urban scenario monitoring, Yao J et al. [419] de-
ployed VLMs rapidly for monitoring of the conditions of traf-
fic signs using multimodal learning and large-scale pre-trained
networks, achieving excellent results in both accuracy and cost
efficiency. UAVs integrated with FMs excel in tasks such as
vehicle detection, vehicle classification, pedestrian detection,
cyclist detection, speed estimation, and vehicle counting. Yuan
Z et al. [420] proposed the “Patrol Agent,” which leverages
VLMs for visual information acquisition and LLMs for analy-
sis and decision-making. This enables UAVs to autonomously
conduct urban patrolling, identification, and tracking tasks. Ad-
ditionally, UAVs integrated with LLMs have demonstrated out-
standing performance in other monitoring tasks. In agricultural
applications, Zhu H er al. [421] proposed using LLMs and
VLMs to help farmers improve productivity and yields.

6.2. Logistics

For logistics, UAVs enable intelligent processes throughout
the entire logistics chain, from decision-making to route plan-
ning and final delivery [422]. The application of UAV in lo-
gistics and delivery is a key area of current research. Jiang H
et al. [423] optimized UAV scheduling and route planning us-
ing advanced optimization algorithms. Huang H et al. [424]
proposed a collaborative scheduling solution involving UAVs
and public transportation systems, such as trams, which was
proven to be NP-complete. They also introduced a precise algo-
rithm based on dynamic programming to address this challenge.
However, UAV logistics still faces several challenges. Wan-
delt S et al. [425] identified two primary issues: autonomous
navigation and human-machine interaction, as well as real-time
data analysis. The introduction of FMs provides a novel ap-
proach to addressing these challenges, offering the potential
to enhance UAVs’ real-time decision-making and planning ca-
pabilities through FMs’ reasoning and decision-making power.
Additionally, FMs’ strong comprehension capabilities improve
human-machine interaction, providing a better user experience.

For logistic applications with FMs, Tagliabue A et al. [6]
proposed a framework called REAL, leveraging prior knowl-
edge from LLMs and employing zero-shot prompting. This
method significantly improved UAV adaptability and decision-
making, improving positional control performance and real-
time task decision-making. Luo S ef al. [426] utilized LLMs
to process user-provided address information. As traditional
methods struggle with fine-grained handling due to the lack of
precision in user inputs, they fine-tuned LLMs to address this
issue, thereby increasing the automation level and processing
efficiency of UAV delivery systems. Zhong J ef al. [342] fo-
cused on autonomous UAV planning and proposed a vision-
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Figure 5: Typical applications on the integration of UAVs and FMs.

based planning system integrated with LLMs. Their system
combines dynamic obstacle tracking and trajectory prediction
to achieve efficient and reliable autonomous flight. Addition-
ally, integrating LLMs enhanced human-machine interaction,
improving the overall user experience. Dong C et al. [427] ap-
proached the problem from a supply chain perspective, present-
ing an innovative intelligent delivery system for UAV logistics.
By incorporating blockchain technology, they ensured system
security and transparency. Furthermore, they utilized LLMs
for route optimization and dynamic task management, and pro-
vided customer support services through natural language inter-
action, offering a framework for developing secure and efficient
UAV delivery systems in the future.

6.3. Emergency Response

UAVs possess inherent advantages in emergency response
and disaster relief missions[69]. Their highly flexible opera-
tional capabilities make them suitable for most emergency sce-
narios. Jin W et al. [428] analyzed the demands for UAV-based
emergency response mechanisms, evaluating disaster types and
the performance characteristics of UAVs, while providing rec-
ommendations. By equipping UAVs with different payloads
and supplies, they can deliver customized support based on spe-
cific disaster scenarios and mission requirements. Goecks V G
et al. [429] introduced DisasterResponse GPT, an LLM-based
model that leverages contextual learning to accelerate disaster
response by generating actionable plans and rapidly updating
and adjusting them in real-time, enabling fast decision-making.
De Curto J et al. [408] capitalized on UAVs’ ability to provide
instantaneous visual feedback and high data throughput, devel-
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oping a scene understanding model that combines LLMs and
VLMs. This approach cost-effectively enhances UAVs’ real-
time decision-making capabilities for handling complex and
dynamic data. Furthermore, they integrated multiple sensors
to autonomously execute complex tasks.

Beyond rescue missions, UAVs are increasingly studied as
tools for establishing communication networks in response to
connectivity challenges in disaster-stricken or remote areas.
Such networks support network-dependent tasks and offline
emergency responses. Fourati F er al. [430] highlighted the
critical role of Al in communication engineering, including ap-
plications such as flow prediction and channel modeling. Xu
Y et al. [354] utilized UAVs as mobile access points to as-
sist urban communication systems with emergency network de-
ployment in disaster scenarios. They further employed LLMs
to enhance the modeling process and accelerate optimization
workflows. Wang Y ef al. [431] optimized UAV swarm de-
ployment using structured prompts with LLMs. Compared to
traditional methods, their approach reduces the number of iter-
ations while ensuring strong network connectivity and quality
of service through precise UAV positioning. The LLM-driven
framework simplifies operational challenges for UAV network
operators, paving the way for their application in more complex
real-world scenarios.

7. Agentic UAV: The General Pipeline Integrating FMs
with UAV Systems

This section systematically explores the integration of LLMs
and VLMs into traditional UAV pipelines and tasks. From the
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perspective of Al agents, we propose the framework of Agen-
tic UAV that combines FMs with UAV systems, as illustrated
in Figure 6. The framework comprises five key components:
data module, knowledge module, tools module, FM module,
and agent module. The data module focuses on creating new
datasets or adapting existing data to formats suitable for fine-
tuning and training FMs tailored to UAV-specific tasks. The
knowledge module stores domain-specific information, such as
airspace regulations and scenario libraries, essential for UAV
operations. The tools module includes domain-specific tools
or APIs required to address UAV tasks, thereby extending the
agent’s problem-solving capabilities. The FM module concen-
trates on fine-tuning foundation models to enhance their adap-
tation and performance in UAV-related domains. The agent
module is designed to create workflows incorporating percep-
tion, planning, and action for UAV tasks. This module also
establishes reflective mechanisms to optimize processes based
on feedback from task execution. Additionally, considering the
frequent use of UAV swarm, the agent module integrates multi-
agent designs, interaction, and communication units. To co-
ordinate and manage these agents, the framework introduces a
manager agent responsible for global task planning and alloca-
tion. Each of these modules is elaborated upon in the following
subsections.

7.1. Data Module

The data module focuses on adapting UAV-related data into
conversational or question-answering formats suitable for fine-
tuning and training FMs tailored to UAV-specific tasks. UAV
data can be broadly categorized into multimodal sensor data
generated by UAVs (e.g., images, videos, LIDAR, GPS, IMU)
and natural language instructions provided by operators. How-
ever, natural language instructions are often absent in raw
datasets and must be generated through manual annotation or
automated methods.

Generating natural language instructions typically involves
leveraging image captioning models or similar tools to cre-
ate descriptive or question-based annotations for sensor data,
such as generating questions about specific objects or events in

28

UAV imagery. Advanced FMs, like GPT-based models, further
enable automated generation of diverse and contextually rich
instructions, reducing the reliance on manual efforts and sig-
nificantly expanding the scope of dataset construction. These
methods ensure that natural language instructions align with the
multimodal data, facilitating the integration of FMs for tasks re-
quiring both perception and reasoning.

Constructing UAV-specific datasets is crucial for training and
fine-tuning models. For instance, benchmark datasets tailored
for UAV navigation and geolocation tasks have been devel-
oped, such as the dataset proposed by Chu et al. [388], which
extends existing resources with text-image-bounding box an-
notations to improve geolocation accuracy. Similarly, Yao et
al. [271] introduced a fine-grained Chinese address recogni-
tion dataset for UAV delivery, enhancing navigation precision
in urban contexts. Furthermore, in remote sensing applications,
UAV imagery has been extensively utilized for tasks like object
detection, semantic segmentation, and environmental monitor-
ing, with multimodal large models significantly improving task
efficiency and accuracy [432].

7.2. FM Module

The FM module for UAV tasks focuses on two core aspects:
selecting appropriate models and optimizing them for specific
tasks. This modular approach ensures that UAV systems can
handle diverse and complex scenarios effectively while main-
taining efficiency in execution.

7.2.1. Model Selection

The process begins with identifying the task type and deter-
mining whether the data involves single-modal or multimodal
inputs. For language-based tasks, LLMs such as ChatGPT and
LLama provide a robust foundation for reasoning, decision-
making, and natural language interaction. For multimodal
tasks, such as those involving visual and linguistic data, VLMs
such as GPT-4V, LLaVa, and Qwen2-VL, are often ideal. These
models serve as foundational components, providing a capabil-
ity backbone for intelligent agents.



In addition to language and vision-based models, recent ad-
vancements have explored large 3D models, which are partic-
ularly relevant to UAVs operating in 3D environments. These
models integrate FMs with capabilities for interpreting 3D data
and planning tasks. For instance, Hong et al. [433] proposed
a 3D LLM capable of dense captioning, 3D question answer-
ing, and navigation using point clouds. Similarly, Agent3D-
Zero [434] employs Set-of-Line Prompts (SoLP) to enhance
scene geometry understanding by generating diverse observa-
tional perspectives. While most current research focuses on in-
door and closed environments, expanding these models to open
and dynamic UAV scenarios presents exciting future opportu-
nities.

7.2.2. Model Optimization

Once the base model is selected, it is optimized and adapted
to meet UAV-specific requirements through methods like in-
struction fine-tuning and prompt fine-tuning. Prompt tuning is
a straightforward approach that involves creating task-specific
templates to embed mission background knowledge—such
as objectives, environmental features, and task decomposi-
tion—into the model’s interactions. Few-shot learning can
complement this process by using carefully curated examples
to help the model grasp task-specific goals. For complex chal-
lenges, such as multi-stage planning or dynamic scene under-
standing, the CoT approach [228] decomposes tasks into se-
quential subtasks, improving reasoning and execution.

Instruction fine-tuning offers further adaptability by gener-
ating datasets tailored to UAV-specific tasks. For example, in
Visual-Language Navigation (VLN) tasks, datasets can include
question-answer pairs relevant to object detection or naviga-
tion in UAV missions. Techniques like Low-Rank Adapta-
tion (LoRA) [435] optimize these models by fine-tuning only
a subset of parameters, maintaining computational efficiency
while improving performance. Additionally, layer-freezing
techniques can preserve pre-trained knowledge and minimize
overfitting on small task-specific datasets.

Building on instruction fine-tuning, Reinforcement Learning
from Human Feedback (RLHF) [436] enhances model align-
ment with human preferences and operational needs. By incor-
porating reward signals derived from human feedback, RLHF
enables the model to address dynamic UAV challenges, such
as path generation, task adjustment, and critical object detec-
tion. This approach enhances the real-time responsiveness and
automation of UAV control, ultimately improving mission effi-
ciency and adaptability.

7.3. Knowledge Module

Retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) is an emerging tech-
nology that integrates retrieval and generation capabilities. Its
core functionality lies in retrieving relevant information from
a knowledge base and fusing it with the output of a generative
model, thereby enhancing the accuracy and domain adaptabil-
ity of generated results. RAG models leverage a retrieval mod-
ule to obtain information pertinent to the input content from
external knowledge repositories and incorporate it as context
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for the generative module. This approach improves the qual-
ity and reliability of generated outputs. Unlike traditional gen-
erative models, RAG introduces a real-time retrieval mecha-
nism to mitigate the "hallucination” problem, wherein a model
generates incorrect or fabricated information due to insufficient
background knowledge. Moreover, the modular architecture of
RAG allows for independent updates of the knowledge base and
generative model, increasing system flexibility and ensuring the
timeliness and accuracy of the information used in generation.
Consequently, RAG demonstrates significant potential in tasks
requiring high specialization, real-time information processing,
or personalized outputs.

Constructing RAG systems tailored for UAV-specific tasks is
crucial because UAV operations involve diverse and complex
scenarios. First, RAG can provide real-time access to up-to-
date environmental data, such as meteorological conditions, ter-
rain information, and air traffic updates, which are essential for
tasks like flight planning and navigation. Second, integrating a
domain-specific knowledge base into the RAG framework en-
ables UAVs to perform advanced decision-making tasks, such
as autonomous mission adjustments in dynamic environments
or identifying unknown objects during surveillance missions.
Finally, RAG can facilitate interaction with human operators by
retrieving contextual data to clarify queries or enhance the inter-
pretability of system decisions. For example, in UAV-based en-
vironmental monitoring tasks, RAG can retrieve historical data
on pollution levels or land use patterns, combine this with cur-
rent sensor data, and generate comprehensive reports. These
capabilities illustrate how a well-constructed RAG framework
can enhance the efficiency, accuracy, and adaptability of UAV
systems, paving the way for more intelligent and autonomous
UAV applications.

7.4. Tools Module

The Tools Module is designed to provide both general-
purpose functionalities and task-specific capabilities to support
UAV operations.

General Tools. General tools focus on broad, multimodal func-
tionalities to enhance the UAV system’s perception and interac-
tion capabilities. Among these, VFMs serve as a cornerstone
for addressing diverse visual tasks, leveraging their exceptional
generalization and zero-shot learning capabilities. Unlike FMs
that emphasize reasoning and decision-making, VFMs excel in
understanding specific visual tasks, making them ideal as foun-
dational tools rather than core "FM-Brain” components.

VEFMs offer significant advantages in UAV missions by align-
ing with specific task requirements. For instance, the CLIP
series is well-suited for object recognition and scene under-
standing tasks due to its robust multimodal alignment, enabling
open-vocabulary object detection and classification. The Seg-
ment Anything Model (SAM), renowned for its zero-shot seg-
mentation capabilities, is ideal for image segmentation across
varied environments and targets. Grounding DINO excels in
object detection and localization tasks, providing efficient target
tracking and detection in dynamic scenarios. These models can
independently handle specific tasks or integrate with LLMs or



VLMs to enhance UAV systems’ intelligence in mission plan-
ning, navigation, and environmental perception.

Moreover, VEMs can be fine-tuned to adapt to UAV-specific
scenarios. For instance, fine-tuning the Grounding DINO
model on specialized datasets improves its performance in com-
plex multi-target tracking tasks. Additionally, VFMs can col-
laborate with traditional machine learning or deep learning
models to form a ’large model + small model” strategy, balanc-
ing generalization with task-specific efficiency. For example,
VEMs extract global semantic information, while smaller mod-
els focus on fine-grained details, achieving an effective combi-
nation of global and local analyses.

Another innovative application of VFMs involves their use
in generating instruction fine-tuning datasets for VLMs. By
leveraging VFM outputs such as image captions, segmentation
descriptions, and object depth information, these datasets can
train VLMs for UAV-specific missions. For example, Chen et
al. [437] created a 3D spatial instruction fine-tuning dataset us-
ing internet-scale spatial reasoning data from VFMs, training
the Spatial VLM model. This approach highlights VFMs’ po-
tential to generate high-quality datasets for large models, signif-
icantly enhancing UAV systems’ dynamic perception and mis-
sion planning capabilities.

Task-Specific Tools. Task-specific tools are tailored to UAV-
centric operations, focusing on flight control and mission ex-
ecution. Key components include PX4 and Pixhawk, widely
used open-source flight controllers. These tools provide UAVs
with precise control, mission planning, and real-time adaptabil-
ity, making them indispensable for complex aerial tasks. By
combining these specialized tools with general functionalities,
the UAV system achieves a high degree of flexibility and effi-
ciency in addressing mission-specific challenges.

7.5. Agent Module

The Agent Module is designed to provide intelligent
decision-making and task execution capabilities within the
UAV system. It integrates both high-level coordination and
task-specific agent workflows to optimize UAV operations in
complex missions.

Manager Agent. The Manage Agent is responsible for high-
level task coordination and scheduling within the UAV swarm,
ensuring that missions are executed efficiently across multiple
UAVs. This agent takes on the role of global planning and over-
all task allocation, breaking down a large mission into smaller,
manageable sub-tasks, which are then assigned to individual
UAVs. Additionally, the Global Agent monitors the swarm’s
status and dynamically adjusts the distribution of tasks based
on real-time feedback, ensuring that each UAV operates effec-
tively within the context of the broader mission.

UAV-Specific Agentic Workflow. Each UAV in the swarm fol-
lows an autonomous Agentic Workflow that consists of a chain
of agents designed to handle perception, planning, and control
tasks. These agents operate in sequence, ensuring that each
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UAV processes the necessary data and executes its mission ob-
jectives effectively. The perception agent first processes sensor
data, identifying obstacles, objects, and points of interest using
advanced VFMs, such as CLIP for object recognition, SAM for
segmentation, and Grounding DINO for localization.

Next, the planning agent takes the data from the perception
agent to generate optimized flight paths and task strategies, en-
suring that the UAV can navigate the environment and com-
plete the assigned mission efficiently. Finally, the control agent
converts the plans into actionable commands, controlling the
UAV’s flight and task execution.

This workflow allows each UAV to operate independently
while still contributing to the overall mission goals. Moreover,
the UAV-Specific Agentic Workflow is adaptable to a wide vari-
ety of UAV missions, from search and rescue to surveillance, by
fine-tuning the agents’ capabilities according to the specific re-
quirements of each task. This adaptability enhances the UAV’s
efficiency in handling complex, dynamic environments.

Agent Collaboration and Adaptability. The collaboration be-
tween the Global Agent and UAV-specific agents is crucial
for optimizing mission execution. The Global Agent provides
high-level directives that guide the overall mission strategy.
These directives are broken down into detailed execution plans
by individual UAV agents, ensuring that each UAV can oper-
ate autonomously while contributing to the collective mission
goal. The UAV agents communicate with the Global Agent to
receive updated instructions and report progress, enabling con-
tinuous task adaptation and dynamic adjustments to the mission
plan in response to real-time data and changing conditions.

Furthermore, UAV agents within the swarm can interact with
each other to exchange information and coordinate their ac-
tions. This peer-to-peer communication enables the UAVs to
adapt their behavior based on shared situational awareness,
such as when multiple UAVs must avoid collisions or collab-
orate to accomplish a joint task. For example, one UAV might
share its perception data with another to adjust flight paths or
synchronize tasks in real-time. This interaction ensures that the
UAV swarm operates cohesively, with each agent adjusting its
actions based on both global guidance and local, real-time in-
formation from other agents.

8. Conclusion

This paper explores the promising integration of large lan-
guage models (LLMs) with unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs),
highlighting the transformative potential of LLMs in enhanc-
ing UAVs’ decision-making, perception, and reasoning capa-
bilities. The paper first provides an overview of UAV system
components and the principles behind large models, laying the
foundation for their integration. It then reviews the classifica-
tion, research progress, and application scenarios of UAV sys-
tems enhanced by foundational LLMs. Additionally, we list
key UAV-related datasets that support the development of intel-
ligent UAV systems. Looking ahead, we emphasize the future
direction of agentic UAVs, where multi-agent systems integrate



knowledge and tool modules to create flexible UAVs capable of
handling complex tasks and dynamic environments.
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