
SenseRAG: Constructing Environmental Knowledge Bases with Proactive
Querying for LLM-Based Autonomous Driving

Xuewen Luo1, Fan Ding1,†, Fengze Yang2,†, Yang Zhou3, Junnyong Loo1, Hwa Hui Tew1, Chenxi Liu2,∗

1School of Information Technology, Monash University, Bandar Sunway, Selangor, Malaysia
2University of Utah, Salt Lake City, UT, USA

3Texas A&M University, College Station, TX, USA

Abstract

This study addresses the critical need for enhanced situ-
ational awareness in autonomous driving (AD) by leverag-
ing the contextual reasoning capabilities of large language
models (LLMs). Unlike traditional perception systems that
rely on rigid, label-based annotations, it integrates real-
time, multimodal sensor data into a unified, LLMs-readable
knowledge base, enabling LLMs to dynamically understand
and respond to complex driving environments. To over-
come the inherent latency and modality limitations of LLMs,
a proactive Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) is de-
signed for AD, combined with a chain-of-thought prompt-
ing mechanism, ensuring rapid and context-rich under-
standing. Experimental results using real-world Vehicle-to-
everything (V2X) datasets demonstrate significant improve-
ments in perception and prediction performance, highlight-
ing the potential of this framework to enhance safety, adapt-
ability, and decision-making in next-generation AD sys-
tems.

1. Introduction
Situation awareness plays a pivotal role in Autonomous

Driving(AD) system as it enables the vehicle to handle the
complex environment in transportation system [1]. Re-
cently, various Artificial Intelligence (AI) technologies have
been developed to enhance environmental understanding,
such as through deep learning models for object detection
[2], semantic segmentation [3], and computer vision tech-
niques [4] for spatial awareness. Notably, the advancement
of large language models (LLMs) has opened new opportu-
nities for AD [5]. By harnessing the capabilities of LLMs,
researchers have achieved significant improvements in the
ability of AD systems to understand sensor data, paving the
way for enhanced perception in complex driving scenarios.

1.∗Corresponding author.
2.†These authors contributed equally as second authors.

LLMs possess a significant advantage in their ability
to recognize environmental information, which enables the
system to handle the complex environment [6]. Unlike other
perception technologies, LLMs can truly ”understand” the
context [7], while models like computer vision (CV) rely on
rigid, predefined labels learned during training. CV models
are constrained by fixed annotations and lack flexibility in
new scenarios [8]. In contrast, LLMs can dynamically pro-
cess diverse contexts and relationships within data. How-
ever, their main limitation is that they are designed to han-
dle language-based information and cannot directly process
the multimodal sensor data from Vehicle to Anything (V2X)
and AD systems, such as radar, cameras, or Lidar [9] [10].
Additionally, LLMs typically require considerable process-
ing time when handling very large datasets [11], which
would compromise the real-time responsiveness required in
AD scenarios.

To address these challenges, a proactive RAG frame-
work is proposed for LLM-based AD systems, which in-
tegrates two key components. One is synthetic prior knowl-
edge database that consolidates real-time data from diverse
sources, including meteorological sensors, traffic signals,
road cameras and Lidars, into a standardized language for-
mat. This knowledge database serves as a foundation for
enabling situation-awareness understanding and reasoning
for AVs. Another key component is the chain-of-thought
prompting mechanism designed that empowers LLMs to
actively retrieve relevant information from the knowledge
database according to needs of AVs. By leveraging this ap-
proach, the system analyzes environmental conditions, pro-
viding context perception and reasoning, to enhance safety
and intelligence in complex scenarios.

Our contributions in this study are highlighted as fol-
lows.

• This paper introduces a proactive SenseRAG frame-
work tailored for LLM-based AD systems and vali-
dates its efficacy using real-world trajectory datasets.
Empirical results show a substantial improvement in
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AD performance, reducing prediction displacement er-
rors by approximately 70%.

• A novel knowledge database is constructed that con-
solidates physical data by employing multimodal pre-
processing techniques to convert diverse sensor in-
puts into a standardized, human-readable format. This
database enables seamless integration, efficient stor-
age, and accurate retrieval of environmental informa-
tion, thereby enhancing the utility of physical data for
downstream applications.

• A chain-of-thought prompting mechanism is designed,
enabling proactive querying in knowledge database to
enhance its reasoning capabilities. This approach im-
proves situation-awareness outputs, thereby optimiz-
ing decision-making for AD in dynamic environments
with LLMs.

2. Related Work
2.1. Situation-awared Autonomous Driving

Situation awareness plays an increasingly critical role in
AD, enhancing both safety and resilience as transportation
scenarios grow more complex and diverse [12]. Recent ad-
vancements in intelligent transportation systems have intro-
duced cutting-edge sensing and communication technolo-
gies aimed at improving the robustness and safety of au-
tonomous driving in varied and complex traffic environ-
ments [13]. Existing research in this domain can be broadly
categorized into two approaches: independent perception
(decision-making based solely on in-vehicle sensors) and
cooperative perception (decision-making enhanced by ex-
ternal information) [13].

Independent perception relies heavily on advanced sen-
sors and intra-vehicle sensor fusion to develop a com-
prehensive understanding of the surrounding environment.
However, its effectiveness is often limited by its inherent
”short-sightedness” and inflexibility, particularly in highly
complex and diverse traffic scenarios, raising concerns
about its reliability in achieving high-level automation [14].
To overcome these challenges, cooperative perception has
emerged as a promising solution. By integrating external
data sources and enabling communication among various
transportation agents, cooperative perception facilitates a
broader and more holistic understanding of traffic scenar-
ios [13, 15, 16].

In particular, cooperative sensing proves invaluable in
specific situations, such as occlusions in high-density or
crowded environments, where it can significantly improve
situational awareness and potentially save lives [17]. The
sharing of information within the network enhances the
safety, efficiency, and reliability of connected and au-
tonomous systems, paving the way for more resilient and

robust transportation networks [18] [19].
Current cooperative perception systems primarily rely

on vehicles passively receiving environmental information
through V2X technologies [20]. This approach enables
vehicles to obtain real-time data from surrounding vehi-
cles, infrastructure, and other traffic participants. How-
ever, this passive method often results in information redun-
dancy or delays, potentially limiting the real-time decision-
making capabilities of autonomous driving systems [21].
To strengthen cooperative perception, the study CodeFilling
adopts two key strategies: optimizing collaborative mes-
sages through improved representation and selection [22].
Consequently, optimizing V2X communication to actively
filter and prioritize useful information for cooperative per-
ception remains a critical area of research.

2.2. LLMs Empowered Autonomous Driving

The rapid advancement of LLMs is redefining the land-
scape of AD, moving beyond traditional, narrowly focused
perception systems toward a more holistic form of envi-
ronmental understanding. By unifying visual, textual, and
sensor data, LLMs are emerging as pivotal components of
AD architectures, enabling vehicles to interpret complex
traffic conditions and integrate information from multiple
streams to gain deeper insights into their surroundings [23].
This multifaceted approach not only enriches perception but
also lays the groundwork for more nuanced prediction and
decision-making processes, ultimately paving the way for
safer and more efficient on-road performance [24] [25].

Building upon this foundation, recent research has be-
gun demonstrating how LLMs can streamline the entire
AD pipeline, from initial data intake to final actuation [5].
For instance, by combining diverse datasets—ranging from
camera feeds and radar signals to traffic reports—LLMs
can discern intricate patterns, identify subtle cues, and con-
tinually refine their understanding of the driving environ-
ment [25, 26]. As these models mature, they hold the po-
tential to significantly enhance contextual reasoning, mak-
ing it possible for autonomous vehicles to better anticipate
dynamic changes and navigate challenging road conditions
with a level of sophistication not previously attainable.

Despite their potential, LLMs face significant limita-
tions in autonomous driving due to their dependence on
static pre-trained knowledge, which constrain their ability
to adapt to real-time dynamics and integrate diverse external
inputs [27]. The Retrieval Augmented Generation (RAG)
paradigm offers a promising solution by enabling active
querying of external databases [28]. Studies such as RAG-
Driver [29] and RAG-Guided [30] demonstrate the value of
proactive querying in generating more accurate responses.
By integrating RAG, LLMs can effectively bridge the gaps
in both individual and external knowledge, extending their
knowledge pool and paving the way for more robust and
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Figure 1. Framework of Methodology

reliable AD systems.

3. Methodology

3.1. Framework Overview

To enhance the perception and situation awareness capa-
bilities of LLM-based AD systems, we propose a proactive
SenseRAG framework, centered around a synthetic knowl-
edge database. It empowers AVs to interpret and adapt to
dynamic scenarios by leveraging an accumulated repository
of multimodal environmental data. Functioning as a closed-
loop system, it facilitates continuous interaction between
vehicles and real-time environmental inputs, thereby ex-
tending situational awareness and enabling intelligent driv-
ing decisions. By integrating multimodal sensor data with
an active query-generation mechanism, the system dynami-
cally retrieves and processes relevant information to address
complex traffic conditions. This approach significantly im-
proves both the safety and operational efficiency of AVs in
challenging driving environments.

The proposed structure 1 is composed of two key com-
ponents:

Knowledge database serves as the foundational compo-
nent of the framework, consolidating diverse sensor data,
including inputs from cameras, Lidars, and other environ-
mental sensors, into a standardized, language-compatible
format. This standardized repository enables seamless in-
tegration of multimodal data, ensuring that the autonomous
vehicle can access and process comprehensive situational
information efficiently.

Built upon the knowledge database, the proactive query-
generation mechanism employs a chain-of-thought prompt-

ing strategy to dynamically retrieve relevant information.
This component enables AD systems to adaptively access
data which are required from the database, optimizing the
process of accessing information.

3.2. Multimodal Sensor Data Integration

Figure 2. Overview of the data integration pipeline

This paper integrates unstructured inputs—360° cam-
era imagery and LiDAR point clouds—capturing vehicles,
pedestrians, and traffic signs, with structured data, includ-
ing signal timing plans and weather records. Together, these
multimodal sources provide a comprehensive environmen-
tal snapshot, shown in Figure 2, enabling the LLM to reason
about traffic conditions and enhance decision-making.

3.2.1 Unstructured Media Preprocessing

Given camera images I(t) and LiDAR point clouds L(t)
at time t, we construct a fused, normalized representation
F (t) for the vision-language model as Eq. 1.

F (t) = R
(
C
(
SI(DI(I(t))), SL(DL(L(t)))

))
(1)

Where DI(·) and DL(·) denote denoising for images and
LiDAR, respectively. SI(·) and SL(·) standardize images
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and normalize LiDAR data. C(·, ·) aligns the modalities
into a shared frame, and R(·) applies final resizing and for-
matting to meet model requirements.

3.2.2 Structured Data Preprocessing

For signal timing S(t, p) and weather data W (t, p) at time
t and position p, parse relevant fields and handle missing
values via interpolation or defaults. Remove duplicates and
correct anomalies. Convert all units to a standard system
and scale values in Eq. 2.

S′(t, p) = N (S(t, p)), W ′(t, p) = N (W (t, p)) (2)

Then align S′(t, p) and W ′(t, p) with sensor data times-
tamps and locations to ensure consistent spatiotemporal ref-
erences for downstream reasoning.

3.2.3 Vision-Language Model (VLM) Integration

Visual Feature Extraction and Alignment
A suitable VLM, LLaVA [31], is employed to bridge vi-

sion and language due to the seamless multimodal under-
standing and unified representation, which enables flexible
tasks and context-rich reasoning. Given a camera input I ,
the pre-trained vision encoder EV extracts a feature vector
v ∈ Rn, where,

v = [v1, v2, . . . , vn]
T = EV (I) (3)

To integrate this with the LLM’s embedding space, a learn-
able projection W ∈ Rm×n maps these visual features in
Eq. 4.

v′ = WEV (I) (4)

This transformation ensures visual information is repre-
sented as textual tokens, enabling unified multimodal rea-
soning.

Conditioning the LLM on Multimodal Inputs
The LLM receives three inputs: a textual query X , re-

trieved textual knowledge K from the database, and the vi-
sual embedding v′. These define the conditional input for
generating a response Y in Eq. 5.

P (Y | X,K, I) =

T∏
t=1

P (yt | y<t, X,K, v′) (5)

At each step, the LLM considers previous tokens y<t,
the prompt X , knowledge K, and v′.

Training and Fine-tuning Objective
The model is trained on tuples (X,K, I, Y ) to minimize

the loss function shown in Eq. 6.

L(X,K, I, Y ) = −
T∑

t=1

logP (yt | y<t, X,K, v′) (6)

This ensures the LLM learns to fuse textual and vi-
sual cues, producing accurate, context-rich outputs for au-
tonomous driving scenarios.

3.2.4 Data Harmonization and Injection

The harmonization step aligns VLM textual descriptors
with the structured data defined in the database schema.
Given raw vision-derived text descriptions at time τ and lo-
cation (ℓx, ℓy), this paper associates them with entries in ta-
bles such as vehicles, weather, pedestrians, intersections,
traffic signs, traffic signals, and phases. Each integrated
record can be expressed as

Record(τ, ℓx, ℓy, vtext, sstructured)

where vtext denotes VLM-derived textual descriptors, and
sstructured corresponds to associated rows from the database
tables.

Data injection involves inserting these harmonized
records into the database, leveraging existing columns
like timestamp, latitude, longitude and indexed fields
(country, state, city in weather and intersections, or
day of week in traffic signals) to enable spatial-temporal
retrieval and filtering. By mapping textual descriptions
to structured entries, and utilizing provided primary keys,
foreign keys, and indexes, the system supports efficient
queries and scalable updates as new sensor data streams
in. This integrated environment enhances situation aware-
ness, enabling real-time context retrieval for improved
decision-making in autonomous driving scenarios.

3.3. Proactive RAG for LLMs

In to enhance the perceptual capabilities of LLM-
based AD, we designed and implemented a Proactive
RAG method, which combines the generative capabilities
of LLMs with the querying capabilities of environmental
information repositories, aiming at proactively obtaining
complementary information related to the current driving
environment.

The whole method can be precisely described by the fol-
lowing formula: the self-perception data S, which captures
the sensory information from the ego vehicle, and the en-
vironmental information E, retrieved from a database via a
query Q(S). The query Q(S) is generated based on S, spec-
ifying the required supplementary data. Together, S and E
define the conditional input for the LLM, which generates
the final perceptionP̂ as described in Eq. 7.

P̂ = LLM(Combine(S,E)), E = Search(S,Q(S))
(7)
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3.3.1 Chain-of-Thought Instruction Tuning

This method leverages the reasoning capabilities of LLMs
by constructing chain-of-thought prompts to extract key in-
formation from the current self-perception data S and to in-
fer which environmental data are necessary for enhanced
situation awareness. The self-perception data S comprise
real-time sensory inputs from the vehicle’s array of sensors
(e.g., cameras, radar, LiDAR), thereby providing a direct
perception of the immediate surroundings.

Through a systematic step-by-step reasoning process, the
chain-of-thought prompts enable the LLM to identify un-
certainties inherent in the self-perception data S and to de-
termine the supplementary information required to resolve
these uncertainties. For instance, in complex urban scenar-
ios, the system may necessitate querying the states of traffic
signals, obtaining detailed information about road construc-
tion, or acquiring current weather conditions. The outcomes
of this reasoning process are subsequently utilized to gener-
ate the query Q(S), which facilitates the retrieval of perti-
nent environmental information E from the database.

3.3.2 Language Query to SQL Query

Next, the system retrieves environmental information E us-
ing the proactive search mechanism E = Search(S,Q(S)),
which transforms the natural language query Q(S), derived
from the self-perception data S and the LLM’s reasoning,
into standardized SQL queries for efficient retrieval from
environmental databases. This transformation ensures com-
patibility between the high-level reasoning outputs of the
LLM and the structured query language required to access
the database. By dynamically generating context-specific
queries, the system enables precise and targeted retrieval of
data relevant to the current driving environment. For exam-
ple:

• Natural Language Query: “Retrieve the traffic signal
status for the current road segment.”

• Translated SQL Query:

SELECT signal_status
FROM traffic_data
WHERE location = ’current_position’
AND time = ’current_time’;

3.3.3 Verbalization and Integration of Environmental
Information

After obtaining the environmental information E, it is in-
tegrated with the current self-perception data S to form
a comprehensive representation of the environment, ex-
pressed as: Combine(S,E).

This integration process maintains the localized details
from the self-perception data while incorporating global
contextual information, thus providing the LLM with a mul-
tidimensional input for reasoning. To ensure consistency
and interpretability, the retrieved environmental informa-
tion E is transformed into structured linguistic information
using natural language generation techniques. For example,
”The traffic signal ahead is red.”

The combined information Combine(S,E) is then
passed to the LLM, which performs deep reasoning to gen-
erate the final result: P̂ = LLM(Combine(S,E))

4. Experiment & Result Evaluation
4.1. Setup

The experimental dataset is derived from the DLR Ur-
ban Traffic dataset (DLR UT), a real-world dataset collected
from intersections. It includes trajectory data of all partic-
ipants at the intersection, along with detailed day-specific
information such as traffic signals, weather conditions, po-
sitions of traffic participants, speed, acceleration, wind, sun-
light, precipitation, visibility, and other rich data. The
dataset was collected using 14 multi-sensor systems at in-
tersections and contains 31,477 trajectories and the current
status of 30 traffic lights.The locations in the data set are
latitude and longitude in the real world, and ADE and FDE
in the validation phase are calculated directly from them.

To validate the effectiveness of LLMs in this process,
we constructed a closed-loop test environment suitable for
GPT-4 reasoning. First, we distinguished the ego vehicle
from other traffic participants by defining a visible range.
The perceptual environment of the vehicle was simulated,
with the perception range set to within 30 meters. Addition-
ally, road information was formatted to be easily understood
by the GPT-4, and all relevant information was fed into the
GPT-4 to support its decision-making process. During the
process, we monitored the intermediate outputs of the GPT-
4 to ensure it correctly understood the environment.

The experiment employed a controlled variable method,
with the variable being whether a retrieval database was
used to assist the GPT-4 in trajectory prediction. The re-
trieval database included information beyond the vehicle’s
perception range in the dataset. The GPT-4 actively re-
trieved necessary information about the current environ-
ment from this database. In the comparative experiment,
the GPT-4 relied solely on the vehicle’s perception data for
trajectory prediction.

4.2. Results Evaluation

To assess the model’s predictive accuracy, we relied
on standard trajectory metrics, including the average dis-
placement Error (ADE) and final displacement error (FDE).
These indicators provided a straightforward way to compare
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the baseline model, which had no access to environmental
retrieval data, against the enhanced version supported by the
retrieval database.

We compared the baseline model(GPT-4) relying solely
on self-perception data with our SenseRAG approach. The
results revealed that incorporating the proactive retrieval
mechanism consistently yielded superior outcomes. Exper-
iment results are shown in Table 1 and Table 2. Compared
to the baseline, our model reduced the ADE and FDE by
76.5% and 72.2%, respectively. Notably, the performance
improvement is most pronounced in long-term predictions,
particularly at the 10 timestamp, where the SenseRAG en-
hanced model demonstrates a significant reduction in both
ADE and FDE compared to the baseline. These improve-
ments indicate that the model gained a stronger grasp of
both immediate and future states of the traffic environment,
thanks to the supplementary contextual information pro-
vided by the retrieval database.

Table 1. ADE Comparison between Baseline Model and RAG-
enhanced Model at Different Timestamps

Timestamp ADE ↓

Baseline SenseRAG-enhanced

3 0.7531 0.1564
5 2.3134 0.5681
10 8.5083 2.1410

Table 2. FDE Comparison between Baseline Model and RAG-
enhanced Model at Different Timestamps

Timestamp FDE ↓

Baseline SenseRAG-enhanced

3 1.2544 0.2138
5 5.7354 1.4309
10 18.8942 7.8099

Beyond the quantitative scores, we conducted a qual-
itative examination of the SenseRAG enchanced model’s
reasoning process. Using the chain-of-thought instruction
tuning, the model actively identified missing or ambiguous
environmental cues and generated targeted queries to the
database. In one scenario, the model sought additional in-
formation about surrounding vehicles to enhance its under-
standing of the traffic environment beyond the ego vehicle’s
individual perception range. The model generated a natural
language query:

At timestamp 2023-09-24 00:01:17, provide the

Figure 3. Example of SQL Query Generation

location, velocity, and acceleration of my car lo-
cated at (604739.287, 5792784.4887500005). In
addition, provide the same information for other
vehicles around my car.

This query was seamlessly transformed into an SQL
query for database retrieval 3:

The retrieved data was formatted as follows:

At timestamp 2023-09-24 00:01:17, a vehicle was
located at (604750.30, 5792780.20) with a veloc-
ity of (-3.00, 1.00) m/s and a speed magnitude of
3.16 m/s. The vehicle experienced an accelera-
tion of (-0.50, 0.20) m/s² with a magnitude of 0.54
m/s².

This enriched environmental context was then integrated
back into the model’s input space, allowing it to refine
its trajectory predictions. The additional spatial and kine-
matic data enabled the model to anticipate potential interac-
tions with nearby vehicles and adapt its trajectory accord-
ingly. This example illustrates the model’s ability to ac-
tively query, retrieve, and utilize external information in a
structured manner, enhancing its reasoning and decision-
making capabilities in dynamic traffic environments.

In summary, the integration of SenseRAG, which com-
bines self-perception data, SQL retrieval queries, and natu-
ral language reasoning—significantly improved both quan-
titative and qualitative aspects of trajectory prediction. The
enhanced model exhibited reduced predictive errors (both
ADE and FDE) and more intelligent decision-making, sub-
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stantiating the value of retrieval-augmented generation for
LLM-based autonomous driving systems.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, a proactive SenseRAG framework that

leverages LLMs to enhance situation awareness in AD. By
integrating real-time, multimodal sensor inputs into a uni-
fied, language-accessible knowledge database, the approach
allows LLMs to dynamically reason about complex driv-
ing environments. Chain-of-thought prompting and a care-
fully designed query mechanism empower the model to re-
trieve pertinent environmental context efficiently, overcom-
ing the latency and modality constraints traditionally as-
sociated with LLMs in AD scenarios. Experimental re-
sults with realistic V2X datasets demonstrate substantial
improvements in perception and trajectory prediction accu-
racy, significantly reducing displacement errors compared
to baseline methods.

The value of this work lies in its ability to go beyond pre-
defined labels and static scene interpretations, enabling flex-
ible and dynamic understanding of traffic scenarios. By har-
nessing LLMs’ inherent contextual reasoning, the method
offers a robust pathway toward safer and more adaptive AD
systems. Future research could extend this framework by
incorporating more diverse sensor modalities, refining re-
trieval strategies for real-time operation at scale, and gener-
alizing the approach to different urban settings, ultimately
pushing the boundaries of intelligent mobility solutions.
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