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Abstract— In V2X collaborative perception, the do-
main gaps between heterogeneous nodes pose a signifi-
cant challenge for effective information fusion. Pose er-
rors arising from latency and GPS localization noise fur-
ther exacerbate the issue by leading to feature misalign-
ment. To overcome these challenges, we propose V2X-
DGPE, a high-accuracy and robust V2X feature-level
collaborative perception framework. V2X-DGPE em-
ploys a Knowledge Distillation Framework and a Fea-
ture Compensation Module to learn domain-invariant
representations from multi-source data, effectively re-
ducing the feature distribution gap between vehicles and
roadside infrastructure. Historical information is uti-
lized to provide the model with a more comprehensive
understanding of the current scene. Furthermore, a
Collaborative Fusion Module leverages a heterogeneous
self-attention mechanism to extract and integrate het-
erogeneous representations from vehicles and infras-
tructure. To address pose errors, V2X-DGPE intro-
duces a deformable attention mechanism, enabling the
model to adaptively focus on critical parts of the in-
put features by dynamically offsetting sampling points.
Extensive experiments on the real-world DAIR-V2X
dataset demonstrate that the proposed method out-
performs existing approaches, achieving state-of-the-
art detection performance. The code is available at
https://github.com/wangsch10/V2X-DGPE.

1. Introduction

Recent works have contributed many high-quality col-
laborative perception datasets such as V2X-Sim [13], V2X-
Set [24], Dair-V2X [26], OPV2V [25], etc. Current
collaborative perception methods [2, 20, 25] largely rely
on vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) communication, overlooking
roadside infrastructure. Asynchronous triggering and trans-
mission between vehicle and infrastructure sensors intro-
duce delays [11], while GPS positioning noise exacerbates
sensor lag and coordinate transformation errors. This re-
sults in serious spatial-temporal errors. While existing algo-
rithms have made progress in addressing these issues, they
often fail to meet practical application demands. There-
fore, there is an urgent need to solve the problem of fea-

ture misalignment caused by pose errors and map the si-
multaneous object information in heterogeneous informa-
tion to a unified coordinate system to obtain more accurate
perception results. Vehicle and infrastructure sensors differ
significantly in configurations, including types, noise lev-
els, installation heights, etc. For instance, as shown in Fig-
ure 1, the data-level domain gap between the LiDAR point
clouds of the vehicle and the roadside infrastructure is sig-
nificant. These disparities in perception domains present
unique challenges in designing collaborative fusion models.

In this paper, we propose a V2X feature-level vehicle-
infrastructure collaborative perception framework. This
framework addresses two critical issues: domain gaps and
pose errors. It employs a Knowledge Distillation Frame-
work to learn domain-invariant representations from multi-
source data. Additionally, a residual network-based Fea-
ture Compensation Module reduces the feature distribution
gap between the vehicle and the infrastructure. Historical
bird’s-eye-view (BEV) information is incorporated as sup-
plementary input, enabling the model to capture the po-
tentially important information in the historical frame and
comprehensively understand the current scene. The Col-
laborative Fusion Module captures heterogeneous represen-
tations from the vehicle and the infrastructure through a
heterogeneous multi-agent self-attention mechanism. By
modeling the complex interactions between these agents,
this module employs a refined mechanism of spatial in-
formation transmission and aggregation to overcome cross-
domain perception challenges. In order to sample the fea-
ture offset caused by pose errors, we introduce a deformable
attention module. By dynamically adjusting the positions of
the sampling points, the most critical regions of input fea-
tures are adaptively selected to focus on.

Extensive experiments conducted on the real-world
DAIR-V2X dataset demonstrate that our proposed method
significantly improves the performance of V2X LiDAR-
based 3D object detection, by 3% over the current best-
performing DI-V2X model at AP@0.7. Furthermore, un-
der various pose noise levels of Gaussian and Laplace
noise, V2X-DGPE achieves state-of-the-art performance.
At AP@0.7, under Gaussian noise level of σt = 0.6m, σr =
0.6◦, V2X-DGPE surpasses the current best-performing
CoAlign approach by 3%. Our contributions are:
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(a) Vehicle side (b) Roadside infrastructure

Figure 1: A sample from Dair-V2X illustrating the do-
main gap between vehicle (40-line LiDAR) and infrastruc-
ture (300-line LiDAR) point clouds .

• We propose V2X-DGPE, a novel collaborative LiDAR-
based 3D detection framework to address the challenges of
domain gaps caused by heterogeneous perception nodes and
unknown pose errors. This framework achieves both high
detection accuracy and exceptional robustness.

• We integrate historical information into the framework
and develop a Collaborative Fusion Module. This module
leverages a heterogeneous self-attention mechanism and a
deformable attention mechanism to effectively model het-
erogeneous interactions and enable adaptive sampling.

• Extensive experiments conducted on the real-world
DAIR-V2X dataset demonstrate that V2X-DGPE effec-
tively addresses domain gaps and unknown pose errors,
achieving superior accuracy and robustness in 3D detection
performance.

2. Related Work

Collaborative perception fusion is a form of multi-source
information fusion. Compared to early fusion [2] and late
fusion [18, 22, 28], intermediate fusion strikes an effec-
tive balance between accuracy and transmission bandwidth.
OPV2V [25] reconstructs a local graph for each vector in
the feature graph, where feature vectors of the same spa-
tial position of different vehicles are regarded as nodes and
their mutual connections are regarded as edges of the local
graph. F-Cooper [1] proposes two fusion schemes based
on point cloud features. The voxel feature fusion scheme
directly fuses the features generated by the vehicle voxel
feature encoding (VEF) to generate a spatial feature map.
The spatial feature fusion scheme uses voxel features from
VEF for individual vehicles to generate local spatial feature
maps, which are then fused into an overall spatial feature
map. V2VNet [20] employs a convolutional GRU network
to aggregate feature information shared by nearby vehicles,
and uses a variational image compression algorithm to com-
press feature representations through multiple communica-
tion rounds. When2com [15] introduces an asymmetric at-
tention mechanism to select the most relevant communica-
tion partners and constructs a sparse communication graph.
Where2comm [7] constructs a spatial confidence map for
each agent, which informs the agent’s communication deci-

sions regarding specific areas.
In the vehicle-infrastructure collaboration scenario, the

difference in the perception domain of heterogeneous nodes
presents significant challenges for collaborative informa-
tion fusion. DiscoNet [14] applies knowledge distilla-
tion to multi-agent collaborative graph training, using the
teacher model to guide the feature map generated by the
student model after collaboration. DI-V2X [12] also adopts
a Knowledge Distillation Framework to learn domain-
invariant feature representations, reducing domain discrep-
ancies. However, DI-V2X aligns student and teacher fea-
tures before collaborative fusion, introducing unnecessary
alignment that leads to the loss of original feature infor-
mation. [23] presents a Learnable Resizer and a sparse
cross-domain transformer, employing adversarial training
to bridge the domain gap. Heterogeneous graph transformer
[8] excels at capturing the heterogeneity of multiple agents.
Building on the inspiration from V2X-ViT [24], we incor-
porated a heterogeneous multi-head self-attention module
into the Collaborative Fusion Module.

Sensor asynchronous triggering, transmission delays,
and noises contribute to agent pose errors. MASH [6] con-
structs similarity volumes and explicitly learns pixel corre-
spondences to avoid incorporating noisy poses in inference.
Extensions of Vision Transformer [5], such as Swin [16],
CSwin [4], Twins [3], and window [21], introduce window
mechanisms into self-attention to capture both global and
local interactions. V2X-ViT [24] further employs multi-
scale window attention to integrate long-range information
and local details to address pose errors. FPV-RCNN [27]
infers semantic labels of key points and corrects pose er-
rors based on agents’ correspondence. CoAlign [17] pro-
poses an agent-object pose graph that corrects relative poses
among multiple agents by promoting the consistency of rel-
ative poses. However, the performance of these methods on
real-world datasets still leaves much room for improvement.

3. Methodology

In collaborative perception, asynchronous triggering of
sensors and communication transmission introduce time de-
lays. Addressing feature misalignment due to domain gaps
and pose errors is critical. This paper proposes a fea-
ture alignment method to achieve accurate spatial-temporal
alignment, handle unknown pose errors, and map simulta-
neous information of heterogeneous sensing nodes to a uni-
fied coordinate system. Furthermore, significant variations
in sensor configurations, such as type, noise levels, and in-
stallation heights, exacerbate the challenges. To tackle do-
main gaps among heterogeneous nodes, this paper designs
collaborative fusion and object detection algorithms, lever-
aging the characteristics of intelligent agents for adaptive
information integration.



Figure 2: Overview architecture of V2X-DGPE. It employs a Knowledge Distillation Framework, comprising five key
components arranged sequentially: BEV Feature Extraction Module, Temporal Fusion Module, Feature Compensation Mod-
ule, Collaborative Fusion Module, and the Detection Head.

3.1. Overall Architecture

The overall architecture of the proposed framework is il-
lustrated in Figure 2. The model utilizes a teacher-student
Knowledge Distillation Framework. From left to right,
the framework includes BEV Feature Extraction Module,
Temporal Fusion Module, Feature Compensation Module,
Collaborative Fusion Module, and the Detection Head.
Guided by the teacher model, the student model learns
domain-invariant representations of multi-source data in the
vehicle-infrastructure collaborative scenario. The PointPil-
lars method is employed to extract bird’s-eye view (BEV)
features. A detection head predicts object categories and
regression results. The student model acquires Bv and Bi

features using the PointPillars model. After passing through
the Collaborative Fusion Module, the fusion feature Bf is
generated. Alignment of the student feature Bf with the
teacher BEV feature Bt occurs after the fusion module.
Aligning the features before fusion would impose unneces-
sary constraints and distortions, resulting in losing original
feature information.

After extracting features from both the vehicle and in-
frastructure point clouds, the BEV features from the infras-
tructure are sent to the vehicle and then input into the Tem-
poral Fusion Module. Historical BEV is introduced to aug-
ment the current detection data. Following temporal fusion
of the current and historical frames, they are passed into the
Feature Compensation Module to reduce the feature distri-
bution gap between the vehicle and infrastructure. The fea-
tures are then processed through the Collaborative Fusion
Module. After fusion, the student features are aligned with
the teacher BEV features, and the final object detection re-
sults are obtained through the Detection Head.

3.2. Feature Extraction Module

First, the original point cloud is projected into a unified
coordinate system and converted into pillars. Given the in-
ference latency, the PointPillars method [10] is employed as
it avoids 3D convolutions, reduces latency, and is memory-
efficient. After projection, the original point cloud is con-

verted into a stacked columnar tensor. The tensor is then
converted into a 2D pseudo image and input into Backbone
to generate the BEV feature map. The BEV feature map
Bt

v ∈ RH×W×C represents the height (H), width (W), and
channel (C) features of the ego-vehicle at time t.

3.3. Temporal Fusion Module

Affine transformation and resampling are employed to
spatially correct the historical feature [9]. The process
begins by utilizing the six-degree-of-freedom coordinates
xt−1 and xt of the ego-vehicle center at times t-1 and t, re-
spectively, where each coordinate represents [x, y, z, roll,
yaw, pitch]. These coordinates are used to compute the
transformation matrices Wt−1 and Wt, which transform
xt−1 and xt into the world coordinate system. Next, the
inverse transformation matrix W−1

t is derived to map the
ego-vehicle coordinates at time t from the world coordinate
system to the space rectangular coordinate system. By per-
forming matrix multiplication of W−1

t and Wt−1, the di-
rect transformation matrix T is calculated,which maps xt−1

directly to xt. From this direct transformation matrix, a
discretized affine transformation matrix Taffine is generated.
The affine matrix is expanded to a homogeneous matrix and
adapted to the input and target sizes by normalization. Sub-
sequently, the inverse transformation matrix is computed to
generate the sampling grid G. Finally, the historical fea-
ture Bhistory is resampled and transformed using bilinear in-
terpolation based on the sampling grid, ensuring that the
transformed historical features are spatially aligned with the
current frame’s features.

T = W−1
t ·Wt−1 (1)

Taffine =

[
a11 a12 mx

a21 a22 my

]
(2)

Tnorm = Normalize(Taffine, (H,W ), (H
′
,W

′
)) (3)

G = AffineGrid(T−1
norm, (H

′
,W

′
)) (4)

Bhistory = GridSample(Bt−1,G,mode = ’bilinear’) (5)

Following spatial distortion correction, the coordinates



of the historical features align with the current feature cen-
ter points. However, local features remain misaligned due
to the movement of other vehicles during transmission. The
known time delay is incorporated into the embedding rep-
resentation. Time delay ∆ti and channel C are used as vari-
ables in a sine function for initialization, followed by input
into the linear layer for projection [8]. This learnable pro-
jected embedding representation is directly added to the all
detected objects features, enabling motion compensation.

To effectively extract features within a relatively shallow
structure, we design a Temporal Fusion Module based on a
residual network. The current and historical BEV features
Bcurrent and Bhistory from the vehicle or infrastructure are ex-
tracted as inputs. Those two BEV features are concatenated
along the channel dimension, followed by feature extrac-
tion and dimensionality reduction through convolution op-
erations. The second convolution layer further processes the
features output from the first layer. The output of the second
convolution layer is then added to the current moment’s fea-
tures via a residual connection, merging features from dif-
ferent moments while retaining the current moment’s fea-
ture information. The Temporal Fusion Module is designed
with a relatively simple and lightweight structure. Although
the obtained feature Btemporal incorporates historical infor-
mation, it still needs to be input into the Collaborative Fu-
sion Module for further feature extraction and fusion.

3.4. Feature Compensation Module

In order to reduce the feature distribution gap between
the vehicle and infrastructure BEV features before fusion,
we propose a feature compensation method, illustrated in
Figure 3. The Feature Compensation Module operates on
the original input features and generates the compensation
feature through a series of residual blocks. Its structure is
similar to the classic residual network, and the output of
each residual block is regulated by specific weights. Three
consecutive residual blocks are employed, with the con-
tribution of each residual block modulated by adjustable
weights. Each residual block cascades two depthwise
separable convolutions, followed by residual connections
to merge the input features with the convolved features.
Depthwise separable convolutions are used to maintain
computational efficiency. This convolution method consists
of two stages: depthwise convolution and pointwise convo-
lution. Compared to traditional convolution, depthwise sep-
arable convolution significantly reduces the number of pa-
rameters and computational complexity, while maintaining
effective feature extraction capabilities. Finally, the feature
compensation map is scaled and combined with the origi-
nal input features to obtain the enhanced features. We em-
ploy KL divergence to quantify the distribution difference
between the vehicle and infrastructure. The Feature Com-
pensation Module enhances the network’s expressiveness

Figure 3: Illustration of the Feature Compensation Module
.through lightweight feature augmentation while preserving
the input feature information.

F = DepthwiseSeparableConv() (6)

ResBlocki(H,weight i) = F2(F1(H)) + weight i ·H (7)

Xi+1 = ResBlock(Xi,weight i), i ∈ [0, 2] (8)

Y = ReLU(X+ weight ·X2) (9)

3.5. Collaborative Fusion Module

Depending on the type of agent (ego-vehicle or infras-
tructure), the heterogeneous multi-agent Collaborative Fu-
sion Module applies a specific linear projection to each
agent’s features, projecting them onto the query (Q),
key (K), and value (v) matrices, as shown in the for-
mula below. The attention and value matrix weights
are computed based on the agent type. For each agent
pair i and j, the attention and value matrix weights
are determined by learnable relationship-specific param-
eters. Different types of agent combinations, including
vehicle-to-vehicle, infrastructure-to-infrastructure, vehicle-
to-infrastructure, and infrastructure-to-vehicle, have dis-
tinct weights. Interactions between different agent types are
captured through learnable relationship-specific weights.

Qh
i = XiW

h
qi (10)

Kh
j = XjW

h
kj (11)

Vh
j = XjW

h
vj (12)

The calculation formula for the attention map of the atten-
tion graph is provided below. Watt

ij denotes the attention
weight based on the type relationship. If i = j, it indicates
self-attention, including Watt

ii , Watt
ij , Watt

ji , W
att
jj . The at-

tention graph calculates the attention scores of each agent
with all other agents, including vehicle self-attention, in-
frastructure self-attention, and heterogeneous attention be-
tween vehicle and infrastructure. The multi-head attention
mechanism is applied when obtaining the attention matrix
AttentionMap and the value matrix VCollab. The formula
is as follows:

AttentionMaph
ij = Softmax

(
Qh

i ·Watt,h
ij ·

(
Kh

j

)T
√
dk

)
(13)



The value matrix weight WCollab
ij weights the value ma-

trix to represent the collaborative interaction between the
vehicle and infrastructure. This process represents how the
agent integrates features from both itself and other agents.

VCollab,h
ij = WCollab,h

ij ·Vh
j (14)

Finally, the obtained attention matrix AttentionMapij is
used to perform a weighted summation on the value matrix
VCollab

ij , producing the collaborative fusion feature output.
Multiple heads in the multi-head attention mechanism are
aggregated, with the output of all heads calculated and con-
catenated to form the collaborative fusion feature BFusion.
The formula is as follows, where j traverses all agents, in-
cluding both itself and heterogeneous agents:

Bh
i =

∑
j

(
AttentionMaph

ij ·V
Collab,h
ij

)
(15)

BFusion = Concat(B1
i ,B

2
i , . . . ,B

H
i ) ·WB (16)

To address the feature shift caused by time delays and
pose errors, we introduce a deformable attention module in
the Collaborative Fusion Module. Unlike traditional multi-
head self-attention mechanisms, the deformable attention
mechanism focuses on a subset of key positions. These
positions are not fixed; instead, they are dynamically pre-
dicted by the model as sampling points. The model learns
several sets of query-agnostic offsets to shift keys and val-
ues toward important areas. Specifically, for each attention
module, reference points are first generated as a uniform
grid over the input data. The offset network then takes the
query features as input and generates corresponding off-
sets for all reference points. For each reference point, the
model predicts multiple offsets, which are added to the ref-
erence point’s position to define the final sampling point
positions. The model extracts features from the correspond-
ing feature maps at these dynamic sampling point positions
and performs a weighted summation of these features to
obtain the final output. This module can be viewed as a
spatial adaptive mechanism. The model adaptively selects
the most relevant parts of input by dynamically adjusting
the sampling points. This approach is particularly effective
in handling pose errors. Additionally, deformable attention
focuses only on a small number of sampling points, sig-
nificantly reducing computational costs. The formula is as
follows:

DeformAttn(zq,pq,x) =∑M
m=1 Wm

[∑K
k=1 Amqk ·W′

mx(pq +∆pmqk)
]
(17)

Models Publication AP@0.5 AP@0.7
No Fusion [10] CVPR 2019 65.21 54.26
Late Fusion CVPR 2019 63.68 45.33
Early Fusion CVPR 2019 76.55 64.10
PP-IF CVPR 2019 72.85 52.67
V2VNet [20] ECCV 2020 70.97 47.63
DiscoNet [14] NeurIPS 2021 73.87 59.61
OPV2V [25] ICRA 2022 73.30 55.33
V2X-ViT [24] ECCV 2022 71.81 54.94
Where2comm[7] NeurIPS 2022 74.09 59.66
CoAlign [17] ICRA 2023 74.60 60.40
DI-V2X [12] AAAI 2024 78.82 66.16
Ours 79.68 68.38

Table 1: Detection performance comparison on DAIR-
V2X dataset. We compared the detection performance of
various state-of-the-art models using the BEV AP@0.5 and
AP@0.7 metrics. BEV AP@0.5 represents the Average
Precision (AP) for 3D object detection in the Bird’s-Eye
View (BEV) at IoU=0.5.

4. Experiments

4.1. DAIR-V2X

Most existing algorithms have been tested on simulated
datasets and have yet to be validated in real-world scenarios.
We employed the real-world V2X collaborative perception
dataset DAIR-V2X [26] for evaluation. A well-equipped
vehicle is deployed through the intersection in the data col-
lection area, with separate recordings of vehicle frames and
infrastructure frames. The dataset comprises 100 manually
selected scenes of 20-second vehicle passages through the
intersection, yielding 9,000 synchronized frame pairs sam-
pled at 10Hz. The vehicle is equipped with a 40-line Li-
DAR, providing a 360◦ horizontal field of view (FOV). The
roadside infrastructure is equipped with a 300-line LiDAR
with a horizontal field of view (FOV) of 100◦.

4.2. Experimental Setup

Evaluation metrics. Detection performance is evaluated
using Average Precision (AP) at Intersection-over-Union
(IoU) thresholds of 0.5 and 0.7.

Implementation Details. We set the point cloud range
to [−100, 100] × [−40, 40] × [−3.5, 1.5] meters in the ve-
hicle coordinate system. For the PointPillar backbone, the
voxel resolution in both height and width is set to 0.4m. The
model is trained under both perfect and noisy settings. We
employed the Adam optimizer with an initial learning rate
of 0.001, which decayes steadily by a factor of 0.1 at epochs
15, 30, and 40. The batch size is set to 4, and the model is
trained for 45 epochs on a single NVIDIA A100.



Method/Metric AP@0.5 AP@0.7
Noise Level σt/σr (m/°) 0.0/0.0 0.2/0.2 0.4/0.4 0.6/0.6 0.0/0.0 0.2/0.2 0.4/0.4 0.6/0.6

w/o
robust
design

F-Cooper [1] 0.734 0.723 0.705 0.692 0.559 0.552 0.542 0.538
V2VNet [20] 0.664 0.649 0.623 0.599 0.402 0.388 0.367 0.350
DiscoNet [14] 0.736 0.726 0.708 0.697 0.583 0.576 0.569 0.566
OPV2Vpointpillar [25] 0.733 0.723 0.708 0.697 0.553 0.547 0.540 0.538

w/
robust
design

MASH [6] 0.400 0.400 0.400 0.400 0.244 0.244 0.244 0.244
FPV-RCNN [27] 0.655 0.631 0.580 0.581 0.505 0.459 0.420 0.410
V2VNetrobust [19] 0.660 0.655 0.646 0.636 0.486 0.483 0.478 0.475
V2X-ViT [24] 0.704 0.700 0.700 0.694 0.531 0.529 0.525 0.522
Coalign [17] 0.746 0.738 0.720 0.700 0.604 0.588 0.579 0.570
DI-V2X [12] 0.787 0.765 0.720 0.688 0.658 0.615 0.588 0.577
Ours 0.790 0.771 0.727 0.701 0.670 0.629 0.601 0.594

Table 2: Detection performance comparison on DAIR-V2X dataset of methods with and without robust design under
Gaussian pose noises. All models are trained with pose noise, where σt = 0.2m and σr = 0.2◦, following a Gaussian dis-
tribution. The models are evaluated at various Gaussian noise levels. The results demonstrate that V2X-DGPE significantly
outperforms existing methods across various noise levels, showcasing superior robustness to pose errors.

Knowledge
Distillation

Feature
Collaborative

Collaborative
Fusion

Temporal
Fusion AP@0.5 AP@0.7

PP-IF 72.49 54.36
✓ 74.63 56.14
✓ ✓ 75.06 57.38
✓ ✓ ✓ 78.27 66.17
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 79.68 68.38

Table 3: Ablation studies. PP-IF refers to intermediate fu-
sion based on PointPillars [10].

4.3. Performance Comparison

We compare late fusion, early fusion, and intermediate
fusion methods. The comparison results of various meth-
ods are shown in Table 1. Late fusion performs object de-
tection on the vehicle or infrastructure separately, and then
fuses and matches the object detection boxes to generate
the final results. Early fusion directly transmits the origi-
nal LiDAR point cloud, which is then fused after coordi-
nate and time alignment. For intermediate fusion, we com-
pare performance against the most advanced V2X collab-
orative perception methods. PP refers to the PointPillars
method, which combines mixed data collaborative train-
ing of the vehicle and the infrastructure. Specifically, our
method improves AP@0.7 (average precision index, IoU
threshold is 0.7) by 3% over the current best-performing
DI-V2X model, significantly outperforming other interme-
diate fusion methods. It also significantly outperforms
other intermediate fusion methods at AP@0.5. This result
demonstrates that our method can more efficiently model
and leverage perception information across heterogeneous
agents, leading to more accurate object detection.
4.4. Ablation Studies

As shown in Table 3, our experimental results indicate
that the introduction of all modules significantly contributes

to overall performance improvement. Specifically, the Col-
laborative Fusion Module improves AP@0.5 by 4.3% and
AP@0.7 by 15.3%, while the Temporal Fusion Module fur-
ther improves AP@0.5 by 1.5% and AP@0.7 by 3.0%,
building on the Collaborative Fusion Module. The Collab-
orative Fusion Module effectively captures heterogeneous
representations from both vehicle and infrastructure, mod-
eling complex interaction relationships. This module effec-
tively addresses the domain gaps between data sources and
enhances perception accuracy through advanced spatial in-
formation transmission and aggregation mechanisms.

The Temporal Fusion Module further enhances the
model’s detection accuracy. This module captures poten-
tial critical information from the historical frame by effi-
ciently fusing historical features with the current moment’s
features. This information supplements the model’s input,
enabling a more comprehensive understanding of the cur-
rent scene based on continuous frame information, while
mitigating information loss or false detection. Temporal
feature fusion is particularly effective for object detection
in dynamic environments, significantly reducing jitter or er-
rors caused by instantaneous frame information and enhanc-
ing both detection accuracy and model robustness.

The Knowledge Distillation Framework employs the
teacher model to guide the student model in learning
domain-invariant representations. The Feature Compen-
sation Module reduces the domain gaps of BEV features
between the vehicle and infrastructure before fusion while
preserving input feature information. The Collaborative Fu-
sion Module and Temporal Fusion Module strongly support
the model’s improvement. Collaborative Fusion Module
addresses cross-domain perception challenges by enhanc-
ing joint modeling capabilities of heterogeneous perception
data from intelligent agents. Temporal Fusion Module sta-
bilizes and enhances the model’s accuracy by effectively



Method/Metric AP@0.5 AP@0.7
Noise Level bt/br (m/°) 0.0/0.0 0.2/0.2 0.4/0.4 0.6/0.6 0.0/0.0 0.2/0.2 0.4/0.4 0.6/0.6

w/o
robust
design

F-Cooper [1] 0.734 0.716 0.694 0.681 0.559 0.552 0.541 0.530
V2VNet [20] 0.665 0.639 0.606 0.585 0.401 0.379 0.356 0.342
DiscoNet [14] 0.736 0.718 0.700 0.688 0.583 0.574 0.567 0.563
OPV2Vpointpillar [25] 0.733 0.718 0.701 0.692 0.553 0.546 0.538 0.536

w/
robust
design

MASH [6] 0.400 0.400 0.400 0.400 0.244 0.244 0.244 0.244
FPV-RCNN [27] 0.654 0.609 0.564 0.553 0.504 0.436 0.417 0.431
V2VNetrobust [19] 0.660 0.653 0.640 0.632 0.486 0.481 0.476 0.469
V2X-ViT [24] 0.705 0.695 0.680 0.667 0.531 0.527 0.521 0.517
Coalign [17] 0.746 0.733 0.707 0.689 0.604 0.585 0.573 0.566
DI-V2X [12] 0.787 0.750 0.701 0.677 0.659 0.607 0.578 0.569
Ours 0.790 0.753 0.707 0.691 0.670 0.620 0.595 0.588

Table 4: Detection performance comparison on DAIR-V2X dataset of methods with and without robust design under
Laplace pose noises. All models are trained with pose noise, where σt = 0.2m and σr = 0.2◦, following a Gaussian
distribution. The models are evaluated at various noise levels, following a Laplace distribution. The results consistently
outperform existing methods across all noise levels, confirming that V2X-DGPE is resilient to unexpected noises.

Figure 4: Detection visualization of V2X-ViT, DI-V2X, Coalign, and V2X-DGPE under Gaussian noise with σt = 0.4m
and σr = 0.4◦. The green boxes represent the ground truth, while the red boxes represent the detected results. Compared to
other advanced models, the proposed model, V2X-DGPE, demonstrates superior detection accuracy, with its detection boxes
being noticeably more precise.

leveraging historical information. The combined applica-
tion of these modules significantly improves the model’s
object detection performance in complex scenarios, partic-
ularly under the stringent standard of AP@0.7.

4.5. Pose Errors Reslut

To evaluate the 3D detection performance under pose er-
rors, we compare our proposed method against several ex-
isting approaches, both with and without pose-robust de-
sign. All models are trained with pose noise, where σt =
0.2m and σr = 0.2◦. The 2D global center coordinates x
and y are perturbed with N (0, σt) Gaussian noise, while the
yaw angle θ are perturbed with N (0, σr) Gaussian noise.
Pose noise during testing also follows the Gaussian distri-
bution. We evaluate the model at various noise levels. As
shown in Table 2, the results demonstrate that our model
significantly outperformS existing methods, exhibiting su-
perior robustness to pose errors.

Additionally, We train all models under Gaussian noise
with σt = 0.2m and σr = 0.2◦, and test them under Laplace

noise. As shown in Table 5, the test results consistently
outperform existing methods across all noise levels, con-
firming that our model is resilient to unexpected noise. Our
approach effectively mitigates pose errors, enhancing both
detection accuracy and overall robustness.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a novel collaborative percep-
tion framework, V2X-DGPE, designed to address the do-
main gaps between heterogeneous nodes and pose errors.
The framework leverages a Knowledge Distillation Frame-
work and a Feature Compensation Module to learn domain-
invariant representations from multi-source data. By inte-
grating historical information as supplementary input, the
model enables a more comprehensive understanding of the
current scene. The Collaborative Fusion Module employs
a heterogeneous self-attention mechanism to extract and in-
tegrate heterogeneous representations from vehicle and in-
frastructure, optimizing the transmission and aggregation.



Additionally, a deformable attention mechanism is intro-
duced to address pose errors, allowing the model to adap-
tively focus on critical parts of the input features by dynam-
ically offsetting sampling points. Extensive experiments on
the real-world DAIR-V2X dataset demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of V2X-DGPE in addressing domain gaps and pose
errors.
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