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Abstract

Recently, Large Language Models (LLMs) and Mul-
timodal Large Language Models (MLLMs) have shown
promise in instruction following and 2D image understand-
ing. While these models are powerful, they have not yet
been developed to comprehend the more challenging 3D
physical scenes, especially when it comes to the sparse out-
door LiDAR data. In this paper, we introduce LiDAR-LLM,
which takes raw LiDAR data as input and harnesses the re-
markable reasoning capabilities of LLMs to gain a com-
prehensive understanding of outdoor 3D scenes. The cen-
tral insight of our LiDAR-LLM is the reformulation of 3D
outdoor scene cognition as a language modeling problem,
encompassing tasks such as 3D captioning, 3D ground-
ing, 3D question answering, etc. Specifically, due to the
scarcity of 3D LiDAR-text pairing data, we introduce a
three-stage training strategy and generate relevant datasets,
progressively aligning the 3D modality with the language
embedding space of LLM. Furthermore, we design a View-
Aware Transformer (VAT) to connect the 3D encoder with
the LLM, which effectively bridges the modality gap and
enhances the LLM’s spatial orientation comprehension of
visual features. Our experiments show that LiDAR-LLM
possesses favorable capabilities to comprehend various in-
structions regarding 3D scenes and engage in complex spa-
tial reasoning. LiDAR-LLM attains a 40.9 BLEU-1 on the
3D captioning task and achieves a 63.1% classification ac-
curacy and a 14.3% BEV mIoU on the 3D grounding task.
Web page: https://sites.google.com/view/lidar-llm

1. Introduction
Recently, large language models (LLMs) [6, 34, 42] have
demonstrated significant capabilities in complex reasoning
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Q: Describe the traffic content Q: What is at the location

A: There is a car at the 
location 
[8.5,6.8,11.0,6.7,1.8,0.4,-1.9].
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Q: What number of moving cars

A: 5 moving cars
A: No

Zero Shot Planning

Q: what are the safe measures for 
the self-driving vehicle to take

A: It should slightly decrease 
speed without applying the 
brakes, and make a minor 
deviation to the left.

A: The cars are parked in 
rows, and there are people 
walking around the area.

Q: Are any moving bicycles

：Frozen ：Fine-tune

Figure 1. Characteristics of LiDAR-LLM. Our proposed
LiDAR-LLM takes 3D LiDAR data as input and aligns the 3D
modality with the language embedding space, leveraging the ex-
ceptional reasoning capabilities of LLMs to understand outdoor
3D scenes. To enhance the spatial orientation representation of
LiDAR features, we propose a View-Aware Transformer between
the LiDAR Encoder and LLMs. Simultaneously, the bottom part
showcases examples derived from our generated or employed
LiDAR-text data, covering a spectrum of 3D-related tasks.
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and robust conversational abilities in the field of natural lan-
guage processing. Building upon LLMs, Multimodal Large
Language Models (MLLMs), such as BLIP-2 [28] and
Flamingo [17], have been introduced. These models take in
more modality (e.g., 2D images) as input, enabling LLMs to
discuss and comprehend the visual scene. Despite MLLMs
excelling at processing 2D image content, their comprehen-
sion of the more challenging 3D real-world scenes remains
an open question. Understanding 3D scenes holds impor-
tance for various applications, including autonomous driv-
ing [4, 12, 14, 35] and robotics [16, 30, 43, 49], due to the
wealth of spatial information in 3D data.

Existing 3D understanding methods [5, 27, 33, 37, 48]
often fail to demonstrate sufficient generalization capabil-
ities when faced with unseen scenarios. They are lim-
ited in expressing specific downstream tasks in a manner
comprehensible to humans, such as generating scene cap-
tioning and question answering. Therefore, recent works
[22, 24, 45] take indoor 3D point clouds as input and lever-
age the powerful capabilities of LLMs to analyze them,
aligning the 3D characteristics with the textual features of
LLMs. However, they still encounter challenges when deal-
ing with 3D outdoor LiDAR data, primarily due to its spar-
sity and complex geometric relationships, which pose a dif-
ficult multimodal alignment and reasoning.

In this paper, as shown in Figure 1, we introduce LiDAR-
LLM, a novel approach that harnesses the reasoning capa-
bilities of LLMs to comprehensively understand outdoor 3D
scenes. The LiDAR-LLM architecture comprises a 3D Li-
DAR encoder, an intermediate alignment transformer, and
an LLM, e.g., LLaMA [42]. The key insight of LiDAR-
LLM lies in redefining the problem of 3D scene cognition
through interpretative language modeling. However, the in-
troduction of LLMs for perceiving outdoor 3D scenes faces
two challenges: (1) In contrast to the abundant availability
of image-text paired data [9, 40, 41], 3D LiDAR-text paired
data is exceedingly rare, and readily accessible multimodal
models (e.g., CLIP [39]) are lacking. (2) 3D LiDAR data
encompasses a variety of objects and intricate geometric re-
lationships among them. Take outdoor autonomous driving,
for example, where the ego vehicle is surrounded by a di-
verse array of moving and stationary objects, which both
occlude and influence each other.

To tackle these challenges, for LiDAR-LLM, we intro-
duce a three-stage training strategy and generate relevant
datasets, gradually transferring 3D representations into the
text feature space and unleashing LLMs’ reasoning capa-
bilities for 3D scenes. Specifically, in the first stage, we
employ MLLMs [28, 50] and GPT4 [34] for communica-
tion between multi-view images and language within the
nuScenes dataset [7], where each scene is accompanied by
paired 3D LiDAR data. In this way, we generate a dataset
of 420K liDAR-text pairs and cross-modal align the 3D Li-

DAR features with the word embeddings of LLMs. During
the second stage, as the perception forms the foundation of
3D scene understanding, we incorporate the 3D bounding
boxes into the question-answer text and generate a 280K
LiDAR grounding dataset. This enhances LiDAR-LLM’s
sensitivity to object locations and relationships. In the fi-
nal stage, we perform efficient fine-tuning of our model on
high-level instruction datasets [15, 38], comprehensively
expanding its capabilities for 3D downstream tasks. To
more effectively bridge the modality gap between 3D Li-
DAR and text, we design a View-Aware Transformer (VAT)
that connects the 3D LiDAR encoder with the LLM, inject-
ing six view position embeddings into the 3D feature. Com-
bined with the three-stage training strategy, VAT enhances
the LLM’s comprehension of the spatial orientation of vi-
sual features. In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• We propose LiDAR-LLM, which takes 3D LiDAR data

and language prompts as input, harnessing the reasoning
capabilities of LLMs to understand outdoor 3D scenes.
LiDAR-LLM can perform tasks such as 3D captioning,
3D grounding, 3D question answering, and more.

• We introduce a three-stage training strategy for gradu-
ally transferring 3D representations into the text feature
space, which involves cross-modal alignment, perception,
and high-level instruction. In parallel, we collect a set of
LiDAR-text paired datasets, including 420K 3D caption-
ing and 280K 3D grounding data, which will be released.

• We specially design a View-Aware Transformer (VAT)
that connects the 3D LiDAR encoder with the LLM,
bridging the modality gap between 3D LiDAR and text,
and enhancing the LLM’s comprehension of the spatial
orientation of visual features.

• In our proposed LiDAR-text datasets, LiDAR-LLM ex-
hibits superior performance, achieving a 40.9 BLEU-1
score on the 3D captioning dataset, and securing a classi-
fication accuracy of 63.1% and a BEV mIoU of 14.3% on
the 3D grounding dataset.

2. Related Work
2.1. Multi-modal Large Language Models

Extensive language models, such as LLaMA [42] and
GPT-3 [19], demonstrate proficiency in managing a va-
riety of language tasks, leveraging their powerful rea-
soning and generalization abilities. Building upon these
achievements, 2D Multi-modal Large Language Models
(2D MLLMs) [17, 28, 50] are introduced to bridge RGB
visual images and text. These models leverage the capabili-
ties of Large Language Models (LLMs) [42] and, by condi-
tioning on 2D inputs, aim to address 2D downstream tasks,
such as visual question answering [3] and captioning [2].
The representative model, BLIP [28], pre-trains a multi-
modal mixture of encoder-decoder models using a dataset
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Figure 2. Overview of our LiDAR-LLM framework. The initial column showcases our 3D feature extractor, which processes the
LiDAR point cloud input to derive a 3D voxel feature. Subsequently, the feature is flattened along the z-axis to produce the bird’s-eye
view (BEV) feature. The View-Aware Transformer (VAT) accepts BEV embedding and learnable queries as input, with the output queries
serving as soft prompt input to the frozen LLM. In the VAT, we introduce six view position embeddings into the BEV feature along with
corresponding queries to enhance the capability of spatial orientation representation. This framework aligns the LiDAR modality with the
language embedding space, enabling us to leverage the LLM for a comprehensive understanding of outdoor 3D scenes.

bootstrapped from large-scale noisy image-text pairs. It in-
jects diverse synthetic captions and removes noisy captions
to achieve unified vision-language understanding and gen-
eration. Meanwhile, VisionLLM [44] aligns vision-centric
tasks with language tasks, allowing for flexible definition
and management through language instructions. Further-
more, the introduction of 3D Multi-modal Large Language
Models (3D MLLMs) [22, 24, 45, 46] aims to broaden the
scope of knowledge, reasoning, and conversational capa-
bilities obtained from LLMs to encompass the 3D modal-
ity. For instance, several projects leverage GPT-3 [19] or
LLaMA [42] to improve the language-based comprehen-
sion of 3D spatial geometry, as demonstrated in works like
PointCLIP V2 [54] and ViewRefer [21]. They focus on the
3D point cloud with a single object or an indoor scene.

In contrast to these approaches, we are the first to ex-
ploit the reasoning capabilities of LLMs for understanding
outdoor 3D scenes and completing tasks such as caption-
ing, 3D grounding, and 3D question answering. The unique
challenges posed by 3D LiDAR point cloud data, includ-
ing the lack of LiDAR-text paired data and encompassing
a variety of objects and relationships, present difficulties in
multimodal alignment and reasoning.

2.2. 3D-Language Tasks

The combination of 3D point clouds and natural language
holds diverse applications and has recently attracted grow-

ing attention [1, 10, 11, 18, 23, 26]. Specifically, 3D cap-
tioning [11, 13] is required to describe a particular object
within a 3D scene. 3D visual grounding [10, 48] focuses on
generating the location of the object that the text expression
refers to. Meanwhile, in the context of 3D visual question
answering [5], the model needs to answer language ques-
tions given the visual content of the 3D scene.

However, 3D approaches for the aforementioned tasks
are designed to address individual task-specific challenges
without exploring their commonalities and providing a uni-
fied solution. Moreover, these methods are tailored for in-
door point cloud tasks and may not directly transfer to out-
door LiDAR since LiDAR is much sparser and more diverse
in geometric relationships. To reconcile this, we propose
LiDAR-LLM, a LiDAR-oriented approach, to uniformly
perform 3D tasks of outdoor scenes.

3. Method

3.1. Overview

The overall framework of LiDAR-LLM is presented in
Fig. 2. The core concept involves transforming the highly
sparse and intricate geometric LiDAR data into the repre-
sentation space understandable by Large-Language Models
(LLMs). This transformation is facilitated by our proposed
View-Aware Transformer (VAT), which incorporates view
position embeddings to enhance the spatial orientation un-



derstanding of the LLM. Thus, it enables a comprehensive
interpretation of intricate details in the outdoor 3D scene.

However, the integration of LLMs to comprehend out-
door 3D scenes faces two challenges: (1) Unlike the abun-
dance of available image-text paired data, 3D LiDAR-text
paired data is exceptionally scarce; and (2) 3D LiDAR data
involves diverse objects and intricate geometric relation-
ships among them. Therefore, we implement a three-stage
training strategy and generate LiDAR-text paired training
data to collaboratively align 3D representations with the
feature space of LLMs. Through this process, LiDAR-LLM
undergoes diverse tasks across modalities and handles com-
plex cross-modal scenarios at both the scene and instance
levels. It unleashes the LLMs’ common-sense reasoning
and localization capabilities on 3D LiDAR data.

3.2. Model Architecture

Given a LiDAR input L ∈ Rn×3, where n is the num-
ber of points, VoxelNet [52] is employed to extract its 3D
voxel feature. Subsequently, considering the computational
cost, we flatten the feature along the z-axis to generate the
bird’s-eye view (BEV) feature. Simultaneously, for the text
input T with a maximum of m characters, LLaMA [42]
is utilized to extract text features. With the BEV feature
Fv ∈ Rc×h×w along with the text feature Ft ∈ Rm×d

(where d is the dimension of the feature), our objective is
to project these LiDAR BEV features into the word embed-
ding space of a pre-trained LLaMA through our proposed
View-Aware Transformer (VAT). This alignment is crucial
for conducting multi-modal understanding and generating
accurate answers in 3D downstream tasks. During training,
we only fine-tune the injected adapters [25] in the LLaMA
and VAT module while freezing the major parameters. This
aims to preserve the powerful feature extraction and reason-
ing ability of existing modules and further equip the model
with capabilities in understanding 3D LiDAR scenes.

VAT design. In the right part of Fig. 2, the input to the
VAT includes a set of K learnable query embeddings, with
K set to 576 for convenient projection into the word embed-
ding space of the LLM. These queries interact with the BEV
feature through a cross-attention mechanism. The VAT pro-
duces an output comprising K encoded visual vectors, one
for each query embedding. These vectors then undergo
processing through a multi-layer perceptron (MLP) and are
subsequently fed into the frozen LLM. However, outdoor
LiDAR data, such as nuScenes [7], demands a comprehen-
sive understanding of the orientation relationships between
diverse objects and the ego car. And it encompasses in-
tricate relationships among objects. Hence, we introduce
view position embedding for the BEV feature, with the aim
of promoting the model’s capacity to learn orientation and
geometric relationships. Specifically, we first construct the
view position embedding Vp ∈ Rc×6 with zero initial pa-

rameters. Then, we split the BEV feature according to six
views, including front, front right, front left, back, back
right, and back left view. During training, when dealing
with a question related to a specific view, we inject the cor-
responding position embedding into both the BEV feature
and queries. For instance, when training a caption sample
related to the front left view, we only inject the front left po-
sition embedding Vp ∈ Rc×1 into the front left view portion
of the BEV feature and queries. If the training sample in-
volves a question regarding the entire panoramic scene, we
inject all six view position embeddings during training.

3.3. Three-stage training strategy

In this section, we demonstrate how we empower LLMs
with the capabilities to comprehend 3D LiDAR data and
uniformly complete extensive 3D tasks. We introduce a
three-stage training strategy and generate relevant datasets,
gradually transferring 3D representations into the text fea-
ture space. Three stages contain cross-modal alignment,
perception, and high-level instruction.

Cross-Modal Alignment (3D Captioning): To effec-
tively address abundant 3D downstream tasks, the model re-
quires a thorough understanding of the LiDAR scene. Scene
captioning is a logical approach to enable the model to cap-
ture essential information and details in the LiDAR data by
integrating the entire 3D scene into LLMs.

However, the absence of direct LiDAR and text de-
scription pairs for caption training motivates us to lever-
age existing multi-view images aligned with LiDAR data
in nuScenes [7] for creating text descriptions. Employing
powerful off-the-shelf 2D Multi-Modal LLMs (MLLMs)
[28, 50], we generate captions for each view, creating tex-
tual descriptions corresponding to the LiDAR scene. Nev-
ertheless, the captions for LiDAR data and 2D multi-views
are not perfectly aligned, as 2D MLLM may provide de-
scriptions related to weather or colors for 2D images, which
are not applicable to LiDAR data. To address this inconsis-
tency, we further employ GPT-4 [34] to filter out captions
that are more relevant and suitable for LiDAR data.

With the collected LiDAR-caption pairs, our goal is to
enable LLaMA to generate descriptive text conditioned on
LiDAR input. We observe that textual captions for LiDAR
data tend to be excessively detailed and lengthy due to their
intricate geometric structures. Jointly learning overall cap-
tions could lead to entanglement in LLM reasoning. To mit-
igate this, we initially train the model to caption a single
view to reduce complexity. The output caption is super-
vised by the ground-truth answer of the corresponding view
using cross-entropy loss. After enabling the model to ac-
quire captioning skills for individual views, the subsequent
step involves instructing the model to understand the entire
panoramic scene and generate a global description. By do-
ing so, we align the 3D feature representation to the text



feature space of LLM, enabling the model to comprehend
the context in the LiDAR data.

Perception: After equipping the model with a global
scene understanding, this stage focuses on endowing the
model with instance-level perception abilities, as they form
the foundation for high-level instructional tasks such as
planning. To achieve this, we employ an object-centric
learning strategy, ensuring the model is cognizant of vari-
ous object details such as quantity, localization, and spatial
relations. The model learns the alignment between the rep-
resentation of individual 3D objects and the corresponding
text embedding of the LLM associated with the objects.

Two tasks, visual grounding, and grounded captioning,
are designed for this purpose. Objects are first represented
as a sequence of discrete tokens, where each object’s la-
bel and bounding box are extracted. Given a 3D object
with its annotations, the category name and locations are en-
coded into a word embedding using the tokenizer of the pre-
trained LLM. Unlike the previous indoor 3D MLLM [45],
there is no need to extract each object from the point cloud
individually; instead, we achieve object perception across
the entire 3D scene. For visual grounding, the model learns
to generate location tokens specifying the region position
(x1, y1, z1, x2, y2, z2, θ) based on the LiDAR input and in-
struction, where θ is the box angle. The task of Grounded
Captioning is positioned as the inverse counterpart to visual
grounding. The model is trained to generate descriptive text
by leveraging the input LiDAR data and text with location
information. Outputs of both tasks are subject to supervi-
sion through cross-entropy loss. The formulations of the
instructions are depicted in Fig. 3. This alignment process
aims to align the 3D visual object embedding with the text
embedding space, unlocking LLM’s 3D perception ability.

High-level Instruction: In this stage, having compre-
hensively understood the LiDAR scene and equipped the
model with basic 3D perception capabilities, we leverage
a high-level instruction dataset (e.g., nuScenes-QA [38])
to further enhance the model’s reasoning skills in the 3D
space. Through the fine-tuning of LiDAR-LLM using this
dataset, we not only enhance its proficiency in compre-
hending a diverse array of instructions but also empower
it to generate responses that are both creative and con-
textually appropriate. Moreover, this refinement process
equips LiDAR-LLM with the capability to engage in in-
tricate spatial reasoning and integrate external knowledge
into its generated responses. These tasks are also supervised
through cross-entropy loss, ensuring the effective alignment
of the model’s output with the desired high-level instruc-
tions. Meanwhile, we also explore the autonomous driv-
ing planning capabilities of LiDAR-LLM on the nuScenes
dataset [7]. Instead of generating any planning QA data, we
directly utilize our trained model to infer questions related
to planning. We found that, through our proposed three-

stage training strategy, LiDAR-LLM develops preliminary
planning capabilities, as illustrated in Fig. 3. The results
also demonstrate that our training pipeline can stimulate the
model’s reasoning ability in 3D LiDAR data.

3.4. Training and Task Inference.

LiDAR-LLM undergoes joint fine-tuning with a variety of
tasks and datasets, equipping it with a versatile skill set to
adeptly handle diverse tasks within complex cross-modal
scenarios. In the fine-tuning phase, we perform fine-tuning
on a dataset consisting of 700K LiDAR-text pairs generated
by us and 460K publicly available datasets [38]. Through-
out the training process, the mentioned tasks are system-
atically trained in a step-by-step manner. During inference,
our input still consists of LiDAR and question text. We have
the flexibility to infer each question individually or consec-
utively infer multiple questions.

4. Experiment

In this section, we conduct extensive experiments on
nuScenes [7], nuScenes-QA [38], and our generated
datasets. We first introduce the selected baseline and eval-
uation metrics (§4.1), as well as the implementation details
(§4.2). Our main experiments evaluate the model with three
essential capabilities: 3D captioning (§4.3), 3D grounding
(§4.4), and holistic high-level instruction following (§4.5).
Finally, we present detailed ablation studies (§4.6) and qual-
itative analysis (§4.7) to provide a deeper understanding of
our approach. Additional quantitative and qualitative anal-
yses are available in Appendices A and B, respectively.

4.1. Baselines & Evaluation Metrics

Baselines. To the best of our knowledge, we are the first
Multi-modal LLM (MLLM) to utilize LiDAR data with tex-
tual instructions as input and implement a series of outdoor
3D tasks. Since there are no 3D MLLM that can directly
process LiDAR data, we project the depth information from
LiDAR onto the 2D plane and employ current state-of-
the-art (SOTA) 2D MLLM methods, MiniGPT-4 [53] and
LLaMA-Adapter V2 [50], as our competitive counterparts.
Evaluation Metrics. To assess the quality of language gen-
eration in the 3D Captioning Task, we adopt both BLEU
[36] and BERT Score [51] to comprehensively gauge the re-
sponse quality from the model. In the 3D Grounding Task,
we evaluate the grounding ability of our proposed models
through a combination of classification Top-1 accuracy and
BEV mean Intersection over Union (mIoU). For NuScene-
QA (high-level instruction), we assess model performance
using Top-1 accuracy, in line with common practices in Vi-
sual Question Answering (VQA) research [3, 5]. We also
conduct separate evaluations for different question types.



Tasks Models BLEU-1 BLEU-2 BLEU-3 BLEU-4 Bert Score

3D Captioning

Mini-GPT4 [53] 14.97 6.76 3.74 2.63 84.38
LLaVA1.5 [31] 19.92 12.10 8.57 5.37 85.01

Instruct-BLIP [28] 18.67 13.38 7.41 5.20 85.89
LLaMA-AdapterV2 [50] 30.17 17.34 10.40 7.45 86.45

Ours 40.98 29.96 23.43 19.26 91.32

Table 1. Experimental Results on nu-Caption dataset. Our model outperforms all baseline models for all evaluation metrics.

4.2. Implementation Details

Our LiDAR-LLM mainly comprises three components: Li-
DAR feature extraction backbone, View-Aware Transform-
ers (VAT), and the Large Language Model (LLM). For the
LiDAR feature extraction, we employ the standard pre-
trained 3D detector, CenterPoint-Voxel [52] following its
default settings. The point cloud range is [-54.0m, 54.0m,
-5.0m, 54.0m, 54.0m, 3.0m], and the BEV grid size is
[0.6m, 0.6m]. For the VAT, we set the token number of
learnable queries to 576, and the dimension of the token
is 768. In terms of the LLM, we employ LLaMA-7B [42]
considering both efficiency and efficacy. Throughout the
three-stage training phase, we utilize the Adam optimizer
(β1, β2) = (0.9, 0.999) with an initial learning rate of 1e-
4, halving it every 2 epochs. And we fine-tuning the VAT
and adapters in LLaMA2 for 6 epochs. All experiments are
conducted on NVIDIA Tesla A100 GPUs.

4.3. 3D Captioning

Dataset Construction. Due to the absence of a caption-
ing dataset tailored for LiDAR data, we integrate GPT-4
[34] and 2D MLLMs [28, 50] to construct a large-scale 3D
captioning dataset on nuScenes (named nu-Caption), which
consists of 420K high-quality LiDAR-text pairs. In nu-
Caption, we employ 348K LiDAR-text pairs for the training
set and 72K pairs for the validation set. The caption ques-
tion covers three aspects, progressing from simple to diffi-
cult: 1) the general description of current scenes or traffic
conditions, 2) the detailed description of objects and their
relationships, 3) and the recognition of potential risks on
the road. Concrete examples are depicted in Fig. 3, and ad-
ditional details can be found in Appendix C.
Results Analysis. We then evaluate the methods on our
generated nu-Caption dataset and report the result in Ta-
ble 1. LiDAR-LLM outperforms previous 2D MLLMs for
all evaluation metrics. Specifically, our model achieves
19.26% BLEU-4 and 91.32% Bert score, surpassing Mini-
GPT4, which achieved 2.63% BLEU-4 and 84.38% Bert
score; also get a 11.81% BLEU-4 and 4.87% Bert score im-
provement compared to LLaMA-AdapterV2. These results
indicate that employing 2D MLLMs directly to LiDAR data
produces unsatisfactory results, leading to the omission of
crucial details in caption descriptions. Concurrently, this

Tasks Models ACC-19 ACC-5 mIoU

3D Grounding
Mini-GPT4 [53] 5.1 21.2 -
LLaVA1.5 [31] 9.2 22.7 -

Instruct-BLIP [28] 8.4 23.9 -
LLaMA-AdapterV2 [50] 7.1 23.4 -

Ours 34.4 63.1 14.3

Table 2. Experimental results on the nu-Grounding dataset. ACC-
19 and ACC-5 denote the mean Top-1 accuracy for scenarios with
19 categories and 5 categories, respectively. The mIoU is calcu-
lated for the ”Car” category.

set of results affirms that our LiDAR-LLM exhibits basic
3D scene understanding capabilities, proficiently express-
ing geometric relationships and engaging in common rea-
soning with sparse LiDAR data. In conclusion, although 2D
MLLMs achieve superior performance in the imagery do-
main, they are not an expert at 3D LiDAR outdoor scenes,
which further validates the necessity to develop large lan-
guage models specialized for LiDAR data.

4.4. 3D Grounding

Dataset Construction. Apart from the captioning task, 3D
grounding requires the model to have superior capabilities
in object perception. Due to the absence of a grounding
dataset tailored for outdoor LiDAR data, we first utilize
the annotations from the nuScenes dataset to construct a
comprehensive dataset, named nu-Grounding. It consists of
280K pairs of questions and answers for both visual ground-
ing and grounded captioning tasks, with 232K pairs allo-
cated to the training set and 48K pairs to the validation set.
For Grounded Captioning, we evaluate accuracy separately
for scenarios with 19 categories and 5 categories. For Visual
Grounding, we only focus on predicting bounding boxes for
the ”Car” category and compute the associated BEV mIoU.
Results Analysis. For Grounded Captioning, as shown
in Table 2, our model achieves 63.1% accuracy in sce-
narios with 5 categories, surpassing LLaMA-Adapter and
MiniGPT4 with accuracies of 23.4% and 21.2%, respec-
tively. Meanwhile, when trained and tested on 19 cate-
gories, our approach still demonstrates a significant advan-
tage over 2D MLLMs. This indicates that our LiDAR-
LLM possesses an understanding of localization informa-
tion in 3D scenes and achieves object classification ability



Method Pretrain
Exist Count Object Status Comparison

Acc
H0 H1 All H0 H1 All H0 H1 All H0 H1 All H0 H1 All

Ex1 None 69.4 62.3 65.5 10.4 9.7 10.0 54.8 31.1 34.5 23.0 32.5 29.2 47.8 54.2 53.8 41.2
Ex2 C 80.0 71.7 75.5 13.8 12.6 13.2 59.6 32.0 36.0 45.8 40.8 42.5 73.9 54.8 56.2 47.4
Ex3 G 79.7 69.0 73.9 12.7 12.0 12.4 58.6 33.9 37.4 46.0 34.7 38.6 62.6 55.3 55.9 46.5
Ex4 C+G 79.1 70.6 74.5 15.3 14.7 15.0 59.6 34.1 37.8 53.4 42.0 45.9 67.0 57.0 57.8 48.6

Table 3. The high-level instruction results on nuScenes-QA. ”C” and ”G” denote loading the pre-trained model parameters from the 3D
captioning task and 3D grounding task, respectively. H0 and H1 represent zero-hop and one-hop reasoning questions, respectively.

under LiDAR data. For visual grounding, our LiDAR-LLM
achieves 14.3% BEV mIoU. The results demonstrate that
our approach not only exhibits basic perceptual capabili-
ties but also effectively generates bounding boxes. More
visual grounding results for other categories are shown in
Appendix A. For 3D grounding task, our goal is not solely
to obtain localization information for objects but also to en-
hance the model’s understanding of the spatial relationships
within LiDAR data. This training stage further enhances
our potential in high-level instruction tasks.

4.5. High-level Instruction Task

Dataset nuScenes-QA [38] is a multi-modal visual question
answering benchmark for autonomous driving scenarios,
which contains five types of questions: existence, counting,
query-object, query-status, and comparison. The questions
can be classified into two types based on reasoning com-
plexity: zero-hop and one-hop reasoning.

Results Analysis. As illustrated in Table 3, we com-
pare our model’s performance on nuScenes-QA with dif-
ferent pre-training stages. To ensure a fair comparison, we
perform an equal number of fine-tuning iterations on the
nuScenes-QA dataset, irrespective of which pre-trained pa-
rameters are loaded. In Ex1, training LiDAR-LLM from
scratch achieves an accuracy of 41.2%, validating the effec-
tiveness of our model design in high-level instruction tasks.
Ex2, pre-training on the captioning task, results in a 6.2%
accuracy improvement compared to Ex1. Ex3, pre-training
on the grounding task, achieves a 5.3% accuracy improve-
ment over Ex1. The results show that the first two stages
of our training strategy effectively improve accuracy in the
final high-level instruction task. This implies that when
LiDAR-LLM possesses basic 3D scene understanding or
perception capabilities, it can better accomplish high-level
reasoning tasks. Compared to pre-training on a single task,
pre-training on both captioning and grounding tasks (Ex4)
shows significant improvement, achieving a total accuracy
of 48.6%. This improvement is observed in both zero-hop
and one-hop reasoning questions. For comparative experi-
ments with 2D MLLMs, please refer to Appendix A. Fur-
thermore, we investigate the zero-shot planning capability
of LiDAR-LLM. As illustrated in Figure 3, the model can
generate planning-related language instructions without the

QTrans VPE BERT Score BLEU-4

Ex1 88.14 11.37
Ex2 ✓ 90.60 15.41
Ex3 ✓ ✓ 91.32 19.26

Table 4. Ablation study of VAT, where VPE means View Position
Embedding, and QTrans means the Query Transformer.

need for any fine-tuning on a planning dataset.

4.6. Ablation Study

Effectiveness of View-Aware Transformer (VAT). To
demonstrate the effectiveness of each component in VAT,
we compare BLEU-4 and BERT scores in the 3D caption-
ing task. As shown in Table. 4, Ex1 denotes the absence of
any transformer structure and position embedding. In this
case, the BEV Feature is directly input to an MLP to align
the dimensions and is then fed to the LLM, yielding only
88.14% BERT score and 11.37% BLEU-4. In Ex2, with
the use of Query Transformer, we observe that the BERT
Score achieves 90.60% and 15.41% BLEU-4. The results
demonstrate that the structure of the Query Transformer can
better align LiDAR features with text embeddings. Com-
pared with Ex2 and Ex3, the introduction of the View Po-
sition embedding achieves an 0.7% BERT score and 3.85%
BLEU-4 improvement. This set of results affirms that in-
corporating the View Position embedding aids the model in
better understanding 3D scenes and spatial relationships.

Effectiveness of the three-stage training strategy. As
shown in Table 3, we validate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed three-stage training strategy on the high-level instruc-
tion task (NusceneQA). We decompose the strategy into
captioning, grounding, and the final high-level task. For
detailed experimental analysis, please refer to Section 4.5.

4.7. Qualitative Analysis

In the 3D captioning task, as indicated in green in Fig. 3,
LiDAR-LLM demonstrates its proficiency in aligning lin-
guistic and LiDAR input, showcasing an understanding of
contextual information within the LiDAR data, and pro-
viding answers based on both textual questions and corre-
sponding visual information. From the figure, our method



CameraLiDAR Caption Grounding High-levelPlanning

Q: In this scneario, what are safe 

actions to take for the ego-

vehicle?

A: Go ahead.

Q: This is the car's front view. 

Describe the traffic conditions.

A: There is a construction zone with 

a large orange construction vehicle in 

the middle of the street.  The traffic 

is stopped, and the vehicles and 

pedestrains are likely waiting for the 

construction to be completed.

Q: How many moving pedestrians 

are to the front right of the ego car?

A: 9.

A: 10.

Q: What is at the location [-

2.0,1.8,15.7,18.6,-1.2,1.9,-2.6]?

A: There is a construction vehicle 

at the location [-2.0,1.8,15.7,18.6,-

1.2,1.9,-2.6]. 

GT: There is a construction 

vehicle at the location [-

2.0,1.8,15.7,18.6,-1.2,1.9,-2.6]. 

Q: Ware the safest measures for 

the car?

A: Brake and stop.

Q: Focus on the front view. Describe 

the traffic conditions.

A: There is a bus parked on the road 

that is blocking traffic. There are no 

pedestrians visible in the scene who 

are crossing the street.

Q: The thing to the front is what?

A: Bus.

GT: Bus.

Q: There is 1 bus in front of you. 

What is its location?

A: The bus is located at [-

1.3,1.4,6.3,19.2,-1.6,1.8,-3.0].

GT: The bus is located at [-

1.5,1.6,6.0,20.3,-1.0,2.1,-2.7].

Q: In this scneario, what are safe 

actions to take for the ego-vehicle?

A: Gradually reduce speed without 
applying brakes.

Q: What are the important objects in 

the current scene? Those objects will 

be considered for the future 

reasoning and driving decision.

A: The important object in the scene 

is the bus. The driver of the car will 

need to be aware of the bus's position 

and movements.

Q: Are any pedestrians visible?

A: No.

GT: No.

Q: What is at the location [-5.2,-

2.4,28.7,40.5,-1.3,2.7,-2.9]?

A: There is a bus at the location [-

5.2,-2.4,28.7,40.5,-1.3,2.7,-2.9].

GT: There is a bus at the location 

[-5.2,-2.4,28.7,40.5,-1.3,2.7,-2.9].

Q: In this scneario, what are safe 

actions to take?

A: Gradually reduce speed without 
applying brakes.

Q: Focus on the back left view. 

Please describe the current scene.

A: The scene shows a street with a 

car driving down the road. There are 

some cars parked around the car.

Q: How many moving things are 

there?

A: 4.

GT: 4.

Q: There is 1 car in back left of you. 

What is its location?

A: The car is located at [-8.3,-6.7,-

10.8,-7.1,-1.6,-0.5,-1.7].

GT: The car is located at [-8.5,-6.8,-

11.0,-6.7,-1.8,-0.4,-1.9].

Figure 3. Qualitative examples of prompt questions and LiDAR-LLM’s prediction. Additional examples are shown in Appendix B.

excels in identifying crucial objects and evaluating their
states, such as “parked” or “driving down,” showcasing its
ability in comprehending 3D scenes. During the grounding
stage, as indicated in blue in Fig. 3, the model showcases its
ability to identify the referred object, exhibit spatial relation
awareness, and demonstrate precise localization skills. In
the yellow section of Fig. 3, we illustrate the interpretabil-
ity of LiDAR-LLM in planning tasks. Based on the capa-
bilities unleashed by our method, LiDAR-LLM generates
a coherent high-level action. For instance, in the second
sub-figure, we prompt the model to describe the safest mea-

sures for the car. The model precisely identifies the criti-
cal object, the ’bus,’ and analyzes its potential impacts on
the ego car. With these reasoning priors, when instructing
the model to plan a ’safest measures’, it generates ’brake
and stop’ to avoid a collision with the obstructing bus. Fur-
thermore, in another high-level task (NuScenes-QA [38]),
as represented by the pink section in Fig. 3, LiDAR-LLM
demonstrates strong capabilities by accurately counting ob-
jects, identifying object classifications, and reasoning about
spatial relationships among surrounding objects.



5. Conclusion
In conclusion, our paper represents a pioneering effort to
unleash the reasoning capabilities of LLMs to comprehend
outdoor LiDAR data. Our proposed LiDAR-LLM refor-
mulates the intricate challenge of 3D outdoor scene un-
derstanding as a language modeling problem. To train
LiDAR-LLM, we generate a comprehensive set of LiDAR-
text paired datasets, encompassing 420K 3D captioning and
280K 3D grounding data. We then introduce a three-stage
training strategy, involving cross-modal alignment, percep-
tion, and high-level instruction, aligning the LiDAR modal-
ity with the language embedding space of the LLM. Our
architectural innovation introduces the View-Aware Trans-
former (VAT) to connect the 3D encoder with the LLM.
This design effectively bridges the modality gap and en-
hances the LLM’s comprehension of spatial orientation in
LiDAR features. Through extensive experimentation on
both our generated datasets and open-source datasets, our
LiDAR-LLM demonstrates promising performance across
diverse tasks, including 3D captioning, 3D grounding, 3D
question answering, and autonomous driving planning. In
future work, we will explore the continual transfer learning
[20, 32, 47] and lightweight operations [8, 29] of MLLMs,
making it feasible to deploy MLLMs on edge devices.

References
[1] Panos Achlioptas, Ahmed Abdelreheem, Fei Xia, Mohamed

Elhoseiny, and Leonidas Guibas. Referit3d: Neural listeners
for fine-grained 3d object identification in real-world scenes.
In Computer Vision–ECCV 2020: 16th European Confer-
ence, Glasgow, UK, August 23–28, 2020, Proceedings, Part
I 16, pages 422–440. Springer, 2020. 3

[2] Peter Anderson, Xiaodong He, Chris Buehler, Damien
Teney, Mark Johnson, Stephen Gould, and Lei Zhang.
Bottom-up and top-down attention for image captioning and
visual question answering. In Proceedings of the IEEE con-
ference on computer vision and pattern recognition, pages
6077–6086, 2018. 2

[3] Stanislaw Antol, Aishwarya Agrawal, Jiasen Lu, Margaret
Mitchell, Dhruv Batra, C Lawrence Zitnick, and Devi Parikh.
Vqa: Visual question answering. In Proceedings of the IEEE
international conference on computer vision, pages 2425–
2433, 2015. 2, 5

[4] Eduardo Arnold, Omar Y Al-Jarrah, Mehrdad Dianati, Saber
Fallah, David Oxtoby, and Alex Mouzakitis. A survey on
3d object detection methods for autonomous driving applica-
tions. IEEE Transactions on Intelligent Transportation Sys-
tems, 20(10):3782–3795, 2019. 2

[5] Daichi Azuma, Taiki Miyanishi, Shuhei Kurita, and Motoaki
Kawanabe. Scanqa: 3d question answering for spatial scene
understanding. In proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference
on computer vision and pattern recognition, pages 19129–
19139, 2022. 2, 3, 5

[6] Tom Brown, Benjamin Mann, Nick Ryder, Melanie Sub-
biah, Jared D Kaplan, Prafulla Dhariwal, Arvind Neelakan-

tan, Pranav Shyam, Girish Sastry, Amanda Askell, et al. Lan-
guage models are few-shot learners. Advances in neural in-
formation processing systems, 33:1877–1901, 2020. 1

[7] Holger Caesar, Varun Bankiti, Alex H Lang, Sourabh Vora,
Venice Erin Liong, Qiang Xu, Anush Krishnan, Yu Pan, Gi-
ancarlo Baldan, and Oscar Beijbom. nuscenes: A multi-
modal dataset for autonomous driving. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, pages 11621–11631, 2020. 2, 4, 5

[8] Jiahao Chang, Shuo Wang, Hai-Ming Xu, Zehui Chen,
Chenhongyi Yang, and Feng Zhao. Detrdistill: A univer-
sal knowledge distillation framework for detr-families. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on
Computer Vision, pages 6898–6908, 2023. 9

[9] Soravit Changpinyo, Piyush Sharma, Nan Ding, and Radu
Soricut. Conceptual 12m: Pushing web-scale image-text pre-
training to recognize long-tail visual concepts. In Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, pages 3558–3568, 2021. 2

[10] Dave Zhenyu Chen, Angel X Chang, and Matthias Nießner.
Scanrefer: 3d object localization in rgb-d scans using natural
language. In European conference on computer vision, pages
202–221. Springer, 2020. 3

[11] Zhenyu Chen, Ali Gholami, Matthias Nießner, and Angel X
Chang. Scan2cap: Context-aware dense captioning in rgb-
d scans. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on
computer vision and pattern recognition, pages 3193–3203,
2021. 3

[12] Zehui Chen, Zhenyu Li, Shiquan Zhang, Liangji Fang, Qin-
hong Jiang, and Feng Zhao. Bevdistill: Cross-modal bev
distillation for multi-view 3d object detection. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2211.09386, 2022. 2

[13] Zhenyu Chen, Ronghang Hu, Xinlei Chen, Matthias
Nießner, and Angel X Chang. Unit3d: A unified trans-
former for 3d dense captioning and visual grounding. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on
Computer Vision, pages 18109–18119, 2023. 3

[14] Xiaowei Chi, Jiaming Liu, Ming Lu, Rongyu Zhang, Zhao-
qing Wang, Yandong Guo, and Shanghang Zhang. Bev-san:
Accurate bev 3d object detection via slice attention networks.
In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 17461–17470, 2023.
2

[15] DriveLM Contributors. Drivelm: Drive on language.
https://github.com/OpenDriveLab/DriveLM,
2023. 2

[16] Helisa Dhamo, Fabian Manhardt, Nassir Navab, and Fed-
erico Tombari. Graph-to-3d: End-to-end generation and ma-
nipulation of 3d scenes using scene graphs. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vi-
sion, pages 16352–16361, 2021. 2

[17] Jean-Baptiste Alayrac et al. Flamingo: a visual language
model for few-shot learning. 2022. 2

[18] Mingtao Feng, Zhen Li, Qi Li, Liang Zhang, XiangDong
Zhang, Guangming Zhu, Hui Zhang, Yaonan Wang, and Aj-
mal Mian. Free-form description guided 3d visual graph net-
work for object grounding in point cloud. In Proceedings

https://github.com/OpenDriveLab/DriveLM


of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vi-
sion, pages 3722–3731, 2021. 3

[19] Luciano Floridi and Massimo Chiriatti. Gpt-3: Its nature,
scope, limits, and consequences. Minds and Machines, 30:
681–694, 2020. 2, 3

[20] Yulu Gan, Mingjie Pan, Rongyu Zhang, Zijian Ling, Lingran
Zhao, Jiaming Liu, and Shanghang Zhang. Cloud-device col-
laborative adaptation to continual changing environments in
the real-world. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 12157–
12166, 2023. 9

[21] Ziyu Guo, Yiwen Tang, Renrui Zhang, Dong Wang, Zhi-
gang Wang, Bin Zhao, and Xuelong Li. Viewrefer: Grasp
the multi-view knowledge for 3d visual grounding with gpt
and prototype guidance. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.16894,
2023. 3

[22] Ziyu Guo, Renrui Zhang, Xiangyang Zhu, Yiwen Tang, Xi-
anzheng Ma, Jiaming Han, Kexin Chen, Peng Gao, Xi-
anzhi Li, Hongsheng Li, et al. Point-bind & point-llm:
Aligning point cloud with multi-modality for 3d understand-
ing, generation, and instruction following. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2309.00615, 2023. 2, 3

[23] Yining Hong, Yilun Du, Chunru Lin, Josh Tenenbaum, and
Chuang Gan. 3d concept grounding on neural fields. Ad-
vances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 35:7769–
7782, 2022. 3

[24] Yining Hong, Haoyu Zhen, Peihao Chen, Shuhong Zheng,
Yilun Du, Zhenfang Chen, and Chuang Gan. 3d-llm: Inject-
ing the 3d world into large language models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2307.12981, 2023. 2, 3

[25] Edward J Hu, Yelong Shen, Phillip Wallis, Zeyuan Allen-
Zhu, Yuanzhi Li, Shean Wang, Lu Wang, and Weizhu Chen.
Lora: Low-rank adaptation of large language models. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2106.09685, 2021. 4

[26] Pin-Hao Huang, Han-Hung Lee, Hwann-Tzong Chen, and
Tyng-Luh Liu. Text-guided graph neural networks for re-
ferring 3d instance segmentation. In Proceedings of the
AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, pages 1610–
1618, 2021. 3

[27] Yang Jiao, Shaoxiang Chen, Zequn Jie, Jingjing Chen, Lin
Ma, and Yu-Gang Jiang. More: Multi-order relation mining
for dense captioning in 3d scenes. In European Conference
on Computer Vision, pages 528–545. Springer, 2022. 2

[28] Junnan Li, Dongxu Li, Silvio Savarese, and Steven Hoi.
BLIP-2: Bootstrapping language-image pre-training with
frozen image encoders and large language models, 2023. 2,
4, 6, 12

[29] Xinwei Li, Li Lin, Shuai Wang, and Chen Qian. Unlock the
power: Competitive distillation for multi-modal large lan-
guage models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.08213, 2023. 9

[30] Xiaoqi Li, Yanzi Wang, Yan Shen, Ponomarenko Iaroslav,
Haoran Lu, Qianxu Wang, Boshi An, Jiaming Liu, and
Hao Dong. Imagemanip: Image-based robotic manipulation
with affordance-guided next view selection. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2310.09069, 2023. 2

[31] Haotian Liu, Chunyuan Li, Yuheng Li, and Yong Jae Lee.
Improved baselines with visual instruction tuning, 2023. 6,
12

[32] Jiaming Liu, Senqiao Yang, Peidong Jia, Ming Lu, Yan-
dong Guo, Wei Xue, and Shanghang Zhang. Vida: Home-
ostatic visual domain adapter for continual test time adapta-
tion. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.04344, 2023. 9

[33] Xiaojian Ma, Silong Yong, Zilong Zheng, Qing Li, Yi-
tao Liang, Song-Chun Zhu, and Siyuan Huang. Sqa3d:
Situated question answering in 3d scenes. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2210.07474, 2022. 2

[34] OpenAI. GPT-4 technical report, 2023. 1, 2, 4, 6
[35] Mingjie Pan, Jiaming Liu, Renrui Zhang, Peixiang Huang,

Xiaoqi Li, Li Liu, and Shanghang Zhang. Renderocc:
Vision-centric 3d occupancy prediction with 2d rendering
supervision. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.09502, 2023. 2

[36] Kishore Papineni, Salim Roukos, Todd Ward, and Wei-Jing
Zhu. Bleu: a method for automatic evaluation of machine
translation. In Proceedings of the 40th annual meeting of the
Association for Computational Linguistics, pages 311–318,
2002. 5

[37] Maria Parelli, Alexandros Delitzas, Nikolas Hars, Geor-
gios Vlassis, Sotirios Anagnostidis, Gregor Bachmann, and
Thomas Hofmann. Clip-guided vision-language pre-training
for question answering in 3d scenes. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, pages 5606–5611, 2023. 2

[38] Tianwen Qian, Jingjing Chen, Linhai Zhuo, Yang Jiao, and
Yu-Gang Jiang. Nuscenes-qa: A multi-modal visual ques-
tion answering benchmark for autonomous driving scenario.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.14836, 2023. 2, 5, 7, 8

[39] Alec Radford, Jong Wook Kim, Chris Hallacy, Aditya
Ramesh, Gabriel Goh, Sandhini Agarwal, Girish Sastry,
Amanda Askell, Pamela Mishkin, Jack Clark, et al. Learning
transferable visual models from natural language supervi-
sion. In International conference on machine learning, pages
8748–8763. PMLR, 2021. 2

[40] Christoph Schuhmann, Romain Beaumont, Richard Vencu,
Cade Gordon, Ross Wightman, Mehdi Cherti, Theo
Coombes, Aarush Katta, Clayton Mullis, Mitchell Worts-
man, et al. Laion-5b: An open large-scale dataset for training
next generation image-text models. Advances in Neural In-
formation Processing Systems, 35:25278–25294, 2022. 2

[41] Piyush Sharma, Nan Ding, Sebastian Goodman, and Radu
Soricut. Conceptual captions: A cleaned, hypernymed, im-
age alt-text dataset for automatic image captioning. In Pro-
ceedings of the 56th Annual Meeting of the Association for
Computational Linguistics (Volume 1: Long Papers), pages
2556–2565, 2018. 2

[42] Hugo Touvron, Thibaut Lavril, Gautier Izacard, Xavier
Martinet, Marie-Anne Lachaux, Timothée Lacroix, Baptiste
Rozière, Naman Goyal, Eric Hambro, Faisal Azhar, et al.
Llama: Open and efficient foundation language models.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.13971, 2023. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6

[43] Hongcheng Wang, Andy Guan Hong Chen, Xiaoqi Li, Ming-
dong Wu, and Hao Dong. Find what you want: Learn-
ing demand-conditioned object attribute space for demand-
driven navigation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.08138, 2023.
2

[44] Wenhai Wang, Zhe Chen, Xiaokang Chen, Jiannan Wu,
Xizhou Zhu, Gang Zeng, Ping Luo, Tong Lu, Jie Zhou, Yu



Qiao, et al. Visionllm: Large language model is also an
open-ended decoder for vision-centric tasks. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2305.11175, 2023. 3

[45] Zehan Wang, Haifeng Huang, Yang Zhao, Ziang Zhang, and
Zhou Zhao. Chat-3d: Data-efficiently tuning large language
model for universal dialogue of 3d scenes. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2308.08769, 2023. 2, 3, 5

[46] Runsen Xu, Xiaolong Wang, Tai Wang, Yilun Chen, Jiang-
miao Pang, and Dahua Lin. Pointllm: Empowering large
language models to understand point clouds. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2308.16911, 2023. 3

[47] Senqiao Yang, Jiarui Wu, Jiaming Liu, Xiaoqi Li, Qizhe
Zhang, Mingjie Pan, and Shanghang Zhang. Exploring
sparse visual prompt for cross-domain semantic segmenta-
tion. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.09792, 2023. 9

[48] Zhengyuan Yang, Songyang Zhang, Liwei Wang, and Jiebo
Luo. Sat: 2d semantics assisted training for 3d visual
grounding. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International
Conference on Computer Vision, pages 1856–1866, 2021. 2,
3

[49] Shunyu Yao, Tzu Ming Hsu, Jun-Yan Zhu, Jiajun Wu, Anto-
nio Torralba, Bill Freeman, and Josh Tenenbaum. 3d-aware
scene manipulation via inverse graphics. Advances in neural
information processing systems, 31, 2018. 2

[50] Renrui Zhang, Jiaming Han, Aojun Zhou, Xiangfei Hu,
Shilin Yan, Pan Lu, Hongsheng Li, Peng Gao, and Yu Qiao.
Llama-adapter: Efficient fine-tuning of language models
with zero-init attention. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.16199,
2023. 2, 4, 5, 6, 12

[51] Tianyi Zhang, Varsha Kishore, Felix Wu, Kilian Q Wein-
berger, and Yoav Artzi. Bertscore: Evaluating text genera-
tion with bert. arXiv preprint arXiv:1904.09675, 2019. 5

[52] Yin Zhou and Oncel Tuzel. Voxelnet: End-to-end learning
for point cloud based 3d object detection. In Proceedings of
the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recog-
nition, pages 4490–4499, 2018. 4, 6

[53] Deyao Zhu, Jun Chen, Xiaoqian Shen, Xiang Li, and Mo-
hamed Elhoseiny. Minigpt-4: Enhancing vision-language
understanding with advanced large language models. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2304.10592, 2023. 5, 6, 12

[54] Xiangyang Zhu, Renrui Zhang, Bowei He, Ziyao Zeng,
Shanghang Zhang, and Peng Gao. Pointclip v2: Adapting
clip for powerful 3d open-world learning. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2211.11682, 2022. 3



Supplementary Materials - Overall
Due to space constraints in the main paper, we pro-

vide a thorough quantitative and qualitative analysis of the
proposed method in this supplementary material. In Ap-
pendix A, we offer more extensive experiments in 3D cap-
tioning, 3D grounding, and the High-level Instruction task.
In Appendix B, additional qualitative analyses are presented
across multiple downstream tasks, encompassing both good
and challenging cases in question answering. Finally, in
Appendix C, we showcase the details of our generated nu-
Caption and nu-Grounding datasets.

A. Additional Experiments

In this section, our aim is to supplement additional base-
line comparison experiments, including Mini-GPT4 [53],
LLaVA [31], Instruct-BLIP [28], and LLaMA-AdapterV2
[50]. Simultaneously, in Section A.2, we extend the visual
grounding experiment to include a broader range of cate-
gories.

A.1. 3D Captioning

As shown in Table 5, we evaluate the methods on our gen-
erated nu-Caption dataset. Specifically, compared to the
previous 2D MLLMs model, our model achieves 19.26%
BLEU-4 and 91.32% Bert score, surpassing the previous
sota method LLaMA-AdapteV2 an 11.81% BLEU-4 and
4.87% Bert score improvement.

These results suggest that the direct application of 2D
MLLMs to LiDAR data yields unsatisfactory outcomes, re-
sulting in the exclusion of vital information in caption de-
scriptions. Concurrently, this set of findings confirms that
our LiDAR-LLM demonstrates fundamental 3D scene un-
derstanding abilities, effectively capturing geometric rela-
tionships and engaging in common reasoning with sparse
LiDAR data.

A.2. 3D Grounding

For Grounded Captioning, as shown in Table 6, our model
achieves 63.1% accuracy in scenarios with 5 categories,
significantly surpassing the previous sota method Instruct-
BLIP with accuracies of 23.9%. Meanwhile, to fur-
ther demonstrate the effectiveness of our LiDAR-LLM,
we trained and tested on 19 categories, our approach still
showcases a significant advantage over 2D MLLMs, which
have more than 25% improvement. This indicates that our
LiDAR-LLM possesses an understanding of localization in-
formation in 3D scenes and achieves object classification
ability under LiDAR data.

As shown in Table 7, we extend the visual grounding
task to include location outputs for five categories, namely
car, pedestrian, bus, truck, and construction vehicle. The
results indicate that our method efficiently produces object

localization based on the question prompt. In comparison to
the single category presented in the main paper, our method
does not decrease the BEV mIoU even with the expansion to
five categories. Specifically, for the challenging pedestrian
category, our method achieves a mIoU of 9.05%. We refrain
from using the LLM tokenizer to directly generate the 3D
bounding box, as it can only leverage the classification loss
(cross entropy) to optimize the word token corresponding
to the box location. To attain a more accurate bounding box
result, we project the last hidden state feature of the LLM
into an MLP network and employ Regression Loss (L2 loss)
for optimization.

A.3. High-level Instruction Task

As illustrated in Table 8, we compare our model’s perfor-
mance on nuScenes-QA with previous 2D sota MLLMs
models. The results highlight a significant improvement in
our model compared to the previous method. Notably, our
model achieves an accuracy of 45.9% for the status task,
showcasing a substantial advantage over the previous SOTA
method which only gained 9.0% accuracy. These results
show the capability of our model to effectively handle high-
level reasoning tasks.

B. Additional Qualitative Analysis
We have included additional samples for visualization, as
shown in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5. (a) Good cases. In Fig. 4,
we show LiDAR-LLM’s proficiency in aligning linguistic
and LiDAR input, and comprehend the LiDAR scene. For
example, given the top scene in Fig. 4, under the caption-
ing task (green section), the model accurately interprets the
scene as a “street lined with trees” and deduces that it is
“set in a city”. It demonstrates the ability to extract infor-
mation from the LiDAR data, respond to textual queries,
and reason about its understanding of the scene. Moreover,
LiDAR-LLM consistently generates coherent high-level ac-
tions. For example, in the bottom scene of Fig. 4, when
tasked with providing the safest measures for the car, the
model correctly identifies the “traffic conditions are empty
with only a few cars parked on the side” during the caption-
ing task. This indicates its observation and assessment of
potential risks to the ego car. Therefore, guided by these
reasoning priors, when planning “safe measures,” it gener-
ates the action “go ahead,” as such action avoids unsafety
risks. (b) Bad cases. Inevitably, there are also instances of
failure, as illustrated in Fig. 5. Due to the inherent lim-
itation of LiDAR in providing rich semantic information
compared to cameras, LiDAR-LLM may exhibit “illusions”
when confronted with elements beyond the scope of the Li-
DAR coverage. For instance, in the captioning task for the
top scene, LiDAR-LLM erroneously describes a clear and
sunny scene as “cloudy” due to the absence of color infor-
mation. Additionally, in the bottom scene, LiDAR-LLM



Tasks Models BLEU-1 BLEU-2 BLEU-3 BLEU-4 Bert Score

3D Captioning

Mini-GPT4 14.97 6.76 3.74 2.63 84.38
LLaVA 19.92 12.10 8.57 5.37 85.01

Instruct-BLIP 18.67 13.38 7.41 5.20 85.89
LLaMA-AdapterV2 30.17 17.34 10.40 7.45 86.45

Ours 40.98 29.96 23.43 19.26 91.32

Table 5. Experimental Results on nu-Caption dataset. Our model outperforms all baseline models for all evaluation metrics.

CameraLiDAR Caption Grounding High-levelPlanning

Q: In this scneario, what are safe 

actions to take?

A: Gradually reduce speed 
without applying brakes.

Q: This is the car's front view. Can 

you provide a description for the 

road scene such that it sets it apart 

from others?

A: The road scene is set in a city, 

with a car driving down a street 

lined with trees. 

Q: How many moving things are 

there?

A: 2.

GT: 2.

Q: What is at the location [-6.7,-

4.7,19.6,24.4,-1.3,0.2,-3.5]?

A: There is a car at the location [-

5.5,-3.4,21.0,26.1,-1.0,0.6,-3.4].

GT: There is a car at the location 

[-6.7,-4.7,19.6,24.4,-1.3,0.2,-3.5].

Q: In this scneario, what are 

safe actions to take for the 

ego-vehicle?

A: Go ahead.

Q: Focus on the car's front view. 

Describe the traffic conditions.

A: The traffic conditions in the 

scene are relatively empty, with 

only a few cars parked on the side 

of street.

Q: Are any pedestrians visible?

A: No.

GT: No.

Q: What is at the location [-

11.5,-9.6,1.9,6.9,-1.6,0.2,-1.6]?

A: There is a car at the location 

[-11.5,-9.6,1.9,6.9,-1.6,0.2,-1.6].

GT: There is a car at the location 

[-11.5,-9.6,1.9,6.9,-1.6,0.2,-1.6].

Figure 4. Some correct qualitative examples of LiDAR-LLM’s predictions.

Tasks Models ACC-19 ACC-5

3D Grounding

Mini-GPT4 5.1 21.2
LLaVA 9.2 22.7

Instruct-BLIP 8.4 23.9
LLaMA-AdapterV2 7.1 23.4

Ours 34.4 63.1

Table 6. Experimental results on the nu-Grounding dataset. ACC-
19 and ACC-5 denote the mean Top-1 accuracy for scenarios with
19 categories and 5 categories, respectively.

Car Pedestrian Bus Truck Construction vehicle
mIoU 11.94 9.05 11.23 8.09 9.40

Table 7. The visual grounding results.

predicts a “red” traffic light that does not even exist, as Li-
DAR data lacks color information for the model to learn
from. Furthermore, there are errors in grounding and high-
level action tasks, which are highlighted in red.

C. LiDAR-Language Data

In this section, we will showcase the details of our generated
nu-Caption datasets and nu-Grounding datasets.

nu-Caption As shown in Table 9, the nu-Caption fol-
lows a progression of increasing complexity. Initially, it
offers a broad depiction of current scenes or traffic condi-
tions. Subsequently, it delves into finer details, providing a
comprehensive and intricate description of objects and their
relationships. Finally, it demonstrates its ability to recog-
nize potential risks on the road.

To enhance the quality of the questions aligned with
these captions, we utilize a systematic approach by leverag-
ing the LLaMA-Adapter and GPT-4. We begin by structur-
ing our questions in humans. Subsequently, we employ the
capabilities of GPT-4 to refine and extend these questions,
ensuring that they meet the elevated standard of quality re-
quired. Additionally, to generate high-quality QA-pairs, we
initially utilize the LLaMA-AdapterV2 to generate the orig-
inal caption. We then employ GPT-4 to refine and enhance
the QA pairs. Consequently, we have collected a total of
349K LiDAR-text pairs for the training set and 72K pairs



Method
Exist Count Object Status Comparison

Acc
H0 H1 All H0 H1 All H0 H1 All H0 H1 All H0 H1 All

LLaMA-AdapterV2 34.2 6.3 19.3 5.0 0.1 2.7 23.7 4.6 7.6 9.8 11.3 10.8 2.6 1.5 1.6 9.6
LLaVA 38.9 51.9 45.8 7.7 7.6 7.7 10.5 7.4 7.8 7.0 9.9 9.0 64.5 50.8 52.1 26.2

Ours 79.1 70.6 74.5 15.3 14.7 15.0 59.6 34.1 37.8 53.4 42.0 45.9 67.0 57.0 57.8 48.6

Table 8. The high-level instruction results on nuScenes-QA. H0 and H1 represent zero-hop and one-hop reasoning questions, respectively.

CameraLiDAR Caption Grounding High-levelPlanning

Q: Ware the safest measures 

for the car?

A: Brake and stop.

Q: Focus on the car's front view. 

Are there any potential hazards or 

obstructions on the road that a 

driver should be aware of?

A: The traffic sign is red and it is 

located near a parking lot. Drivers 

should pay attention to the traffic 

light signals.

Q: The bus is in what 
status?
A: Moving.

GT: Parked.

Q: What is at the location 

[6.4,8.3,20.3,24.7,-1.7,-0.0,0.0]?

A: There is a car at the location 

[6.4,8.3,20.3,24.7,-1.7,-0.0,0.0].

GT: There is a car at the location 

[6.4,8.3,20.3,24.7,-1.7,-0.0,0.0].

Q: In this scneario, what are 

safe actions to take for the 

ego-vehicle?

A: Go ahead.

Q: This is the car's front view. 

How would you describe the 

overall road conditions?

A: The street is filled with traffic, 

including cars, a truck, and a bus. 

The weather appears to be cloudy, 

and the time of the day is not 

visible in the scene.

Q: Are any pedestrians visible?

A: No.

GT: No.

Q: There is a car in back of you. 

What is its location?

A: There is a car at the location [-

3.7,-1.4,-18.9,-11.4,-1.2,2.1,-0.4].

GT: There is a car at the location 

[-21.8,-19.8,-31.5,-27.4,-3.3,-

1.8,0.6]

Figure 5. Some failure qualitative examples of LiDAR-LLM’s predictions.

for the validation set.
nu-Grounding To further endow the model with

instance-level perception abilities, we collect the nu-
Grounding dataset. The nu-Grounding dataset consists
of two main aspects: Grounded Captioning and Visual
Grounding. As shown in Tabel 10, in grounded captioning,
the questions comprise bounding boxes and aim to gener-
ate captions that specifically describe localized areas. On
the other hand, Visual Grounding focuses on raising objects
in the questions and requires the model to provide bound-
ing box answers. These challenging datasets, characterized
by bounding boxes with 7 data points [xmin, ymin, zmin,
xmax, ymax, zmax, angle], serve to enhance the model’s
instance-level perception. All the nu-Grounding data are
collected through the Ground-truth of the nuScenes dataset.



The general description of current scenes:
Question: [”This is the car’s back right view. How would you uniquely describe the road scene?”]
Answer: [”The road scene features a one-way street with a car driving on it, a motorcycle parked on the side, and a
person riding a bicycle. The presence of a car, motorcycle, and bicycle on the same street suggests that the area is a
mix of different modes of transportation, which is not common in many urban settings.”]
The detailed description of objects:
Question: [”This is the car’s back left view. In the view, are there any moving objects, and provide a description of
them.”]
Answer: [”Yes, there are cars moving in the background of the scene. They are likely driving on the road, and their
presence adds to the overall activity and movement in the scene.”]
The recognition of potential risks:
Question: [”This is the car’s back left view. From the current scene, identify any potential challenges a driver might
face.”]
Answer: [”In this scene, a car is parked on a street next to a forest. The driver might face challenges such as limited
visibility due to the trees and the dense forest. The presence of trees and branches on the street could obstruct the
driver’s view of other vehicles, pedestrians, or obstacles, increasing the risk of accidents.”]

Table 9. Prompt examples of 3D LiDAR Captioning

Grounded Captioning:
Question: [”What is at the location [-9.0,-8.7,27.6,27.9,-1.0,-0.2,-1.2]?”]
Answer: [”There is a traffic cone at the location [-9.0,-8.7,27.6,27.9,-1.0,-0.2,-1.2].”]
Question: [”What is at the location [-14.7,-11.5,30.3,43.7,-0.6,3.0,-3.5]?”]
Answer: [”There is a construction vehicle at the location [-14.7,-11.5,30.3,43.7,-0.6,3.0,-3.5].”]
Question: [”What is at the location [-14.7,-11.5,30.3,43.7,-0.6,3.0,-3.5]?”]
Answer: [”There is a construction vehicle at the location [-14.7,-11.5,30.3,43.7,-0.6,3.0,-3.5].”]
Visual Grounding:
Question: [”There is 1 pedestrian in front of you. What is its location?”]
Answer: [”The pedestrian is located at [[26.6,27.3,-11.7,-11.1,-0.5,1.3,-1.7]].”]
Question: [”There are 2 cars in front left of you. What are their locations?”]
Answer: [”The 2 cars are located at [[1.0,2.8,-31.3,-26.7,-2.3,-0.8,-3.3],[3.7,5.5,-6.5,-1.9,-1.9,-0.4,0.0]].”]

Table 10. Prompt examples of 3D LiDAR Grounding
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