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Abstract

Due to the lack of depth cues in images, multi-frame in-
puts are important for the success of vision-based percep-
tion, prediction, and planning in autonomous driving. Ob-
servations from different angles enable the recovery of 3D
object states from 2D image inputs if we can identify the
same instance in different input frames. However, the dy-
namic nature of autonomous driving scenes leads to sig-
nificant changes in the appearance and shape of each in-
stance captured by the camera at different time steps. To
this end, we propose a novel contrastive learning algorithm,
Cohere3D, to learn coherent instance representations in
a long-term input sequence robust to the change in dis-
tance and perspective. The learned representation aids in
instance-level correspondence across multiple input frames
in downstream tasks. In the pretraining stage, the raw
point clouds from LiDAR sensors are utilized to construct
the long-term temporal correspondence for each instance,
which serves as guidance for the extraction of instance-level
representation from the vision-based bird’s eye-view (BEV)
feature map. Cohere3D encourages a consistent represen-
tation for the same instance at different frames but distin-
guishes between representations of different instances. We
evaluate our algorithm by finetuning the pretrained model
on various downstream perception, prediction, and plan-
ning tasks. Results show a notable improvement in both
data efficiency and task performance.

1. Introduction
Recent work in vision-based autonomous driving has
demonstrated promising performance in 3D detection [19,
27], map reconstruction [30, 42], prediction [10, 22], and
planning [17, 23]. Despite the rich semantics provided by
images, the absence of depth information poses a critical
challenge in recovering 3D geometries from a single-frame
camera input. Multi-frame inputs aggregate the observation
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Figure 1. Temporal coherence of instance representations. Our
algorithm encourages instance representations in the BEV space
to be coherent across time and viewpoints.

of the same instances (or regions) from different perspec-
tives at different time steps through correspondence match-
ing to determine their 3D states. However, the dynamic
nature of autonomous driving scenes complicates the ex-
traction of reliable instance-level information across tem-
poral frames. The varying relative positions of objects to
the cameras lead to significant alternations in their appear-
ance within the images, presenting a big hurdle in main-
taining consistent instance identification over time. This
inconsistency complicates finding an instance-level corre-
spondence across multiple temporal frames, which serves
as a fundamental barrier to effective fusion of multi-frame
inputs. Thus, coherent instance-wise representations that
are robust to the change of observation viewpoint and dis-
tance are critical for effective temporal fusion.

Unfortunately, fine-grained annotations are needed to
learn this robust representation, since all the objects and
their temporal correspondences have to be identified. Given
the immense human effort required for labeling, only a
small portion of the sensor data collected by self-driving
cars can be annotated. To this end, unsupervised represen-
tation learning provides a practical solution for exploiting
all of the unlabeled data.

For this reason, we propose a novel contrastive learning
method Cohere3D designed to produce long-term coherent
instance representations (Fig. 1) for vision-based percep-
tion, prediction, and planning tasks. Our approach lever-
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ages the richness of visual data while circumventing the
constraints posed by the lack of depth information. Uti-
lizing commonly available raw LiDAR point clouds in the
3D space, our method constructs a long-term temporal cor-
respondence for each instance. This correspondence serves
as a foundation for extracting instance-level representations
from vision-based bird’s eye-view (BEV) feature maps. It
thus enhances the model’s ability to maintain instance rep-
resentation consistency across frames.

Our method focuses on the extraction and learning of
long-term temporal correspondences, a critical aspect, but
often overlooked in previous representation learning meth-
ods for autonomous driving tasks. By aligning represen-
tations of the same instance across multiple frames and
differentiating between distinct instances, our framework
achieves a significant improvement in both data efficiency
and overall performance in downstream vision-based tasks
such as 3D object detection, map reconstruction, motion
prediction, and end-to-end planning.

The main contributions of our paper are:
1. We identify long-term instance representation coher-

ence as a key component for successful vision-based 3D
representation learning, which was not well-studied by
prior works.

2. We introduce a simple yet effective contrastive learn-
ing framework, Cohere3D, tailored for vision-based au-
tonomous driving tasks, emphasizing the robust learning
of long-term temporal correspondences.

3. We demonstrate superior performance and data effi-
ciency of our pretraining algorithm across vision-based
3D perception, prediction, and planning tasks.

2. Related Works
Camera-based Autonomous Driving Cameras are cheap
and ubiquitous sensors that are often used in autonomous
driving. Due to the limited field-of-view of a single cam-
era, the surrounding environment is often captured by mul-
tiple cameras from different perspective views. To com-
bine multi-view information in 3D perception tasks, prior
works [19, 27, 34] apply an LSS-style [40] projection
strategy to transform image features from different per-
spective views into a unified bird’s eye-view space, while
others [33, 51, 53] utilize a set of 3D queries to learn
the inter-view correspondence with transformer-based net-
works [5]. However, without overlapping camera fields-of-
views in autonomous driving scenarios, single-frame cam-
era inputs lack reliable depth cues. To this end, a few
camera-based perception algorithms [18, 29] exploit several
neighboring frames to recover the 3D geometry. SOLO-
Fusion [39] takes a step further by considering long-term
temporal information, which allows camera-based meth-
ods [31, 48] to achieve performance competitive to LiDAR-
based methods [26]. Beyond perception tasks, recent work

also develops end-to-end pipelines based on camera inputs.
ViP3D [10] and PIP [22] directly predict motion trajectories
using visual information. UniAD [17] and VAD [23] apply
a joint training strategy to assist end-to-end planning.

High-quality 3D annotations are essential for all the
above algorithms. Despite recent efforts on auto-
labeling [41, 56] or sim-to-real transfer [7] to provide mean-
ingful labels, the offboard perception system is expensive
to build and the domain transfer gap still remains an open
challenge. Orthogonal to these works, we propose a novel
unsupervised representation learning algorithm that makes
full use of the abundant unlabeled sensor data.

Pretraining for Perception and Prediction Unsuper-
vised learning algorithms [1, 9, 14, 15, 54] learn expres-
sive representation without any human annotations. Some
pioneering research adapts contrastive learning [20, 52]
or masked autoencoder [38, 58] frameworks to 3D point
clouds data, but most of them are constrained to a single-
object or indoor data. To handle large outdoor scenes in
autonomous driving scenarios, ProposalContrast [57] de-
vises a region-level contrastive learning algorithm. BEV-
MAE [32] and GeoMAE [44] follow MAE [15] to pre-
dict the missed information in the BEV space. Despite the
increasing popularity of cameras in autonomous driving,
most methods only consider point clouds as input. Occ-
BEV [36] predicts the occupancy of each voxel in the 3D
space with image inputs. However, due to its lack of se-
mantics and temporal cues, this method provides limited
benefits to complex perception tasks. For prediction tasks,
previous works [28, 55] propose pretraining methods for the
traditional two-stage motion prediction pipeline, which re-
quires manually annotated historical trajectories and seman-
tic maps as inputs.

In contrast to these works, we emphasize the long-term
temporal coherence of instance-level representations and
propose a novel unsupervised learning algorithm targeted
for complex vision-based autonomous driving tasks.

Representation Learning from Temporal Cues Previ-
ous research [11, 12, 21, 45, 46, 49] uses the temporal infor-
mation inside videos for unsupervised representation learn-
ing. In particular, several papers share common insights
with us to develop contrastive learning algorithms to utilize
the fine-grained temporal correspondence. They construct
the temporal correspondence using visual features [49], op-
tical flow [12], or cycle-consistency [21]. However, they
are limited to 2D tasks for image or video processing.
TARL [37] utilizes the temporal cues for the pretraining
of LiDAR-based 3D perception models, but their cluster-
ing algorithm can only retrieve short-term temporal corre-
spondences. In contrast, our algorithm targets the long-term
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Figure 2. Overview of Cohere3D. We construct long-term instance-level temporal correspondence via unlabeled LiDAR point clouds, and
design a contrastive learning framework to encourage the long-term coherence of instance representations. After pretraining, the online
network is transferred to downstream task-specific models.

temporal correspondence to learn a temporally coherent in-
stance representation for vision-based 3D tasks.

3. Methodology

In this section, we introduce our novel unsupervised repre-
sentation learning algorithm Cohere3D, tailored for vision-
based autonomous driving tasks. Our approach utilizes un-
labeled multi-view images as the primary input. Addition-
ally, during the pretraining phase, we incorporate raw Li-
DAR point clouds as supplementary guidance. It is impor-
tant to note that these point clouds are not required during
the inference stage of the downstream tasks.

The methodology is structured into several key compo-
nents: First, we lay out a straightforward formulation of
our method in Sec. 3.1. Next, Sec. 3.2 details how we
construct temporal correspondences, which play a critical
role in guiding the extraction of the bird’s eye-view (BEV)
features, as elaborated in Sec. 3.3. Our approach is un-
derpinned by a contrastive learning framework, which we
describe in Sec. 3.4. This framework employs an online
network alongside a momentum-updated target network,
aimed at learning robust representations that are temporally
coherent. An overview of Cohere3D is shown in Fig. 2.

3.1. Formulation

Vision-based perception algorithms often resort to several
past frames of input images to detect the object in 3D space.
In essence, this process can be formulated as a form of
structure from motion (SfM) that recovers the 3D state of
an instance based on its observation from multiple perspec-

tive views at different time steps:

O3D,t
m = g

({
h
(
O2D,t−k

m

)}K

k=0

)
, (1)

where O3D,t
m is the 3D state of instance m at time step t in-

cluding its 3D size and pose, O2D,t
m is the 2D visual pattern

of the instance m appearing on the image inputs It at frame
t, h(·) encodes the 2D visual patterns at each time step sep-
arately, and g(·) recovers the 3D object states by combining
multi-frame 2D information.

In this case, it is necessary to find the instance-wise cor-
respondence

{
O2D,t−k

m

}K

k=0
, i.e. we need to identify the

same instance m across different time steps. Due to the mo-
tion of the ego-vehicle and surrounding scenes, the shape
and appearance of each instance in a 2D image can vary
significantly at different time steps. Given a set of instances{
O2D,t

m

}M

m=1
at each frame t, it is difficult to correlate each

of them with the instances at other frames across a long-
term temporal sequence.

To ensure the effective fusion of multi-frame inputs,
we should encourage the model h(·) to learn coherent
instance-wise features robust to temporal changes, facili-
tating the instance-wise temporal correspondence in down-
stream tasks. At each frame t, the image features are pro-
jected into the BEV space as Ft

BEV [40]. We extract the
instance representation f tm corresponding to each instance
O2D,t

m from the BEV feature map. The goal of our approach
is to make the same instance representation {f t−k

m }Kk=0 con-
sistent in a long sequence and make the representations of
different objects {f tm}Mm=1 distinct from each other. Con-
cretely, we compute the temporal average representation f̄m
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Figure 3. Construction of long-term temporal correspondence.
The first and last scans corresponding to each frame are corre-
lated by clustering. The Hungarian algorithm connects every two
neighboring frames to generate long-term correspondence.

for each instance m over multiple historical frames as fol-
lows:

f̄m =
1

K + 1

K∑
k=0

f t−k
m . (2)

Our representation encourages the instance representation
f tm to be near the temporal average representation f̄m and
distinct from other instance representations f̄n, n ̸= m.

3.2. LiDAR-guided Temporal Correspondence

Given the varying appearance of each instance at different
input frames, it is difficult to construct the instance-level
temporal correspondence from pure vision inputs without
any explicit human annotations. Alternatively, we build the
long-term temporal correspondence using raw LiDAR point
clouds Pt. The LiDAR sensor can have a higher frequency
than the cameras, so there may be multiple LiDAR scans
within the small interval between two camera frames. For
the camera image captured at time step t, which we refer
to as frame t, we collect all LiDAR scans captured between
t − 1 and t, to create the point clouds for frame t, denoted
as Pt. We apply a two-stage strategy to retrieve the long-
term temporal correspondence (Fig. 3). In the first stage,
we identify different instances from the LiDAR scans cor-
responding to frame t. In the second stage, the inter-frame
instance-wise correspondences are generated by matching
the identified instances in the first stage.

Instance Identification We apply the method in [16] to
remove the ground points (black points in Fig. 3) from Pt to
get the non-ground point clouds P̂t. The non-ground point
clouds P̂t are clustered with HDBSCAN algorithm [4] into
several clusters P̂t =

⋃M
m=1 Ct

m, where Ct
m includes points

from multiple LiDAR scans between time step t − 1 and t.
We consider the points from the LiDAR scans immediately
after time step t − 1 and immediately before t, denoted as
Ct,s
m and Ct,e

m . We discard invalid clusters m, whose number
of points is fewer than a threshold τn in either the first scan
Ct,s
m or the last scan Ct,e

m . Each cluster Ct
m is considered as a

single instance. It is likely to have different center locations
in the first and last LiDAR scans, denoted as ct,sm and ct,em ,
which indicates the intra-frame motion of this instance in
the short term between the first and last LiDAR scans.

Long-term Matching Given the instance-wise motions
from {ct,sm }Mm=1 to {ct,em }Mm=1 in a single frame t, we con-
nect them to the previous frame t − 1 by finding the cor-
respondence between {ct,sm }Mm=1 at the beginning of frame
t and the instance centers {ct−1,e

m }Mm=1 at the end of the
frame t − 1. Note that point clouds corresponding to dif-
ferent frames are in different coordinate systems due to the
motion of the ego-vehicle. Given the rotation R and trans-
lation p of the ego-car between frame t − 1 and t, the in-
stance centers {ct−1,e

m }Mm=1 should be transformed into the
coordinate of frame t as follows:

ĉt−1,e
m = RT ct−1,e

m −RTp. (3)

The Hungarian algorithm [25] is then used to find the corre-
spondence between {ct,sm }Mm=1 and {ĉt−1,e

m }Mm=1. To handle
the disappearance or appearance of instances, we pad empty
instances with maximal distance to all the other instances.
We set a threshold of τd = 0.5m for the distance between
the matched centers, where the valid matching should sat-
isfy ||ĉt−1,e

m − ct,sm ||2 ≤ τd. This threshold can tolerate the
possible object motion over a small interval (< 0.05s) be-
tween the two scans, while avoiding the mismatch between
different instances. The instance centers {ĉt,em }m from the
last LiDAR scan of frame t will then be used to connect
frame t and t + 1. In this way, we combine several intra-
frame short-term instance trajectories to achieve long-term
trajectories {Ct−k

m }k≤K for each instance m by connecting
ĉt−k−1,e
m and ct−k,s

m frame by frame. Since different in-
stances may have different life cycles, we set K to be the
maximal number of historical frames.

3.3. Temporal Instance Feature

For each frame t, we sample NF points uniformly on the
BEV space from all the clusters {Ct

m}Mm=1 as {St
m}Mm=1

where St
m ⊆ Ct

m and
∑M

m=1 |St
m| = NF . Given the

vision-based BEV feature map Ft
BEV , we apply bilinear

sampling to extract the features f tm,j for each sampled point
stm,j ∈ St

m. At each frame t, we compute the instance-level
representation by averaging the point-level features belong-
ing to the same instance, i.e.,

f tm =
1

Nm

Nm∑
j=1

f tm,j , (4)

where Nm is the number of sampled points belonging to the
instance m. For each instance, we maintain a memory bank
Bm = [f t−k

m ]k≤K for its instance representation at different
time steps. The memory bank for each instance is created
at the time step of its first appearance and will be updated at
each following time step as long as this instance is matched
at frame t. Next, the temporal average representation f̄m
of instance m is calculated following Eq. 2 based on the
instance representation in the memory bank Bm.



However, the foreground objects only account for a small
part of the input images. To exploit the semantics from
the whole image, we also sample NB background points
uniformly on the BEV space not occupied by any valid
clusters. Their corresponding features are extracted as
{f tb,l}l=1,2,...,NB

. Due to their static nature, the background
representations are more stable. Therefore, we skip the tem-
poral averaging operation.

3.4. Depth-aware Contrastive Learning

After obtaining instance-level features through LiDAR-
guided temporal correspondence, we apply constrastive
learning to encourage a consistent representation for the
same instance. On top of the standard Siamese network
framework, we leverage a few techniques to ensure the sta-
bility and robustness of the unsupervised pretraining, as de-
tailed in this section.

Architecture We apply a Siamese network framework [9]
with an online network f(·) and a target network f̂(·). Both
networks include an image backbone to encode the input
images, a view transformation module to project the image
features into the BEV space, and a BEV encoder to encode
the BEV features. The online network is updated by gra-
dient descent, while the target network uses the exponential
moving average (EMA) of the online network. For the input
image It for frame t, we generate two different augmented
versions ao(It) and at(It) with a set of spatial augmenta-
tions A, ao, at ∈ A. The augmented versions are fed into
the online and target networks separately. The online and
target networks output the BEV features Ft

BEV and F̂t
BEV ,

where

Ft
BEV = f(ao(It)), F̂t

BEV = f̂(at(It)). (5)

Depth-aware Representation Learning Stable repre-
sentations in the target network play an important role in
contrastive learning [50]. However, due to the depth am-
biguity of 2D inputs, it is quite unreliable to transform the
image features from the perspective view to the BEV space.
Many camera-based 3D perception models [19, 39, 40]
project the image features with the estimated depth distribu-
tion dhw =

[
p1hw, p

2
hw, . . . , p

D
hw

]
for each pixel (h,w) w.r.t.

a set of discrete depths defined by [d0 +∆, . . . , d0 +D∆]

and
∑D

i=1 p
i
hw = 1. To get more reliable supervision in the

pretraining stage, we combine the ground-truth depth dis-
tribution d̂hw from the LiDAR sensor with the estimated
depth distribution dhw, where d̂hw =

[
p̂1hw, p̂

2
hw, . . . , p̂

D
hw

]
is a one-hot distribution with only p̂khw = 1 if d0 + k · ∆
is the ground-truth depth. We name this index to kGT and
merge the ground-truth depth and estimated depths by set-
ting pkGT

hw = 1 in dhw and then re-normalizing the merged
depth distribution to ensure

∑D
i=1 p

i
hw = 1. We only merge

the estimated and ground-truth depth for the target network
while the online network only uses the estimated depth dis-
tribution. As a result, the target network can achieve much
better positional precision in the BEV space, enabling a
more reliable self-supervision in the contrastive learning
framework.

View Transformation Mask We add a dropout mask in
the view transformation process by setting a percentage, r,
of the estimated depth distribution

[
p1hw, p

2
hw, . . . , p

D
hw

]
to

zero. This dropout strategy is only adopted to the online
network, since the target network prefers a more stable rep-
resentation for self-supervision. In this way, we encourage
the network to learn stronger BEV representation to com-
pensate for the missing information.

Contrastive Loss Function The basic goal of our unsu-
pervised learning is to encourage the instance-wise repre-
sentation to be invariant to temporal changes. We extract
the point-level features at the current time step t from the
BEV features of online network and target network respec-
tively as in Sec. 3.3. The temporal average feature ˆ̄fm of
each instance m is derived from the target network point-
level features f̂ tm,j for each sampled point stm,j following
Eq. 4 and Eq. 2. We get inspiration from [43] to apply a
point-to-instance contrastive loss as follows:

L = 1
NF

∑
stm,j∈St

m

exp(f tTm,j
ˆ̄fm/τ)∑M

n=1 exp(f tTm,j
ˆ̄fn/τ)+

∑NB
l=1 exp(f tTm,j f̂

t
b,l/τ)

, (6)

where τ is the temperature set as 0.1 and all the features
are normalized. This loss will make the local features be-
longing to the same instances close to each other across the
long-term temporal sequence and keep them distant from
other instance features as well as background features.

4. Experiments
This section presents a comprehensive evaluation of our
proposed method. We begin by detailing the experimental
setup, including dataset, and pretraining/finetuning setups
in Sec. 4.1. Our approach is then compared against estab-
lished baselines to demonstrate its effectiveness in vision-
based autonomous driving tasks. Specifically, we evaluate
our method on 3D object detection (Sec. 4.2), HD map con-
struction (Sec. 4.3), motion prediction (Sec. 4.4), and plan-
ning (Sec. 4.5). Additionally, we provide an analysis of our
algorithm in Sec. 4.6 and ablation studies in Sec. 4.7.

4.1. Implementation Details

Dataset We use the nuScenes dataset [3] for both pre-
training and finetuning. It is the most common bench-
mark for vision-based autonomous driving tasks, including



700/150/150 scenes for training/validation/test. It provides
point clouds collected by a 32-beam LiDAR and multi-view
images from six cameras. For pretraining, we only use the
raw point clouds and images from the training set without
any annotations.

Unsupervised Pretraining In the pretraining stage, we
follow the network architecture of short-term SOLOFu-
sion [39] (ResNet50 backbone [13]) without detection
heads. Different from 2D representation learning [9, 14],
strong data augmentation has potential negative effects in
our setting, bringing ambiguity in 3D geometry recovery
from images [2]. Thus, we only apply weak data augmen-
tations same as [39] to the inputs, including random crops,
scaling, and rotations of the images, as well as random ro-
tation and scaling for the BEV representation. We sample
NF = NB = 1000 foreground and background points from
the BEV space at each frame. The momentum of the target
network is set as 0.99. To learn the long-term representa-
tion coherence, we use at most K = 16 (8 seconds) histor-
ical frames. A dropout percentage of r = 0.3 is adopted in
the view transformation of the online network. We pretrain
the model for 24 epochs using Adam optimizer [24] with a
batch size of 32 and a learning rate of 1e-4 on four NVIDIA
A100 40GB GPUs.

Supervised Finetuning We initialize the network for dif-
ferent tasks with our pretrained weight in the supervised
finetuning stage. We follow the same training strategies as
the from-scratch training for each task model.

4.2. Object Detection

To verify the effectiveness of our method on 3D percep-
tion tasks, we finetune a vision-based detector, SOLOFu-
sion [39], for camera-based 3D object detection, using our
pretrained weight. We consider both short-term and long-
term variants of SOLOFusion model, where the former only
considers one neighbor frame but the latter resorts to the
past 16 frames. More specifically, we finetune the model
using 10%, 20%, 50%, 100% of the training set separately,
and report the mAP and NDS metrics [3] on the validation
set. The results are reported in Tab. 1.

The most important advantage of unsupervised learning
is to improve data efficiency with limited annotation by uti-
lizing other unlabeled data. Not surprisingly, for both short-
term and long-term variants, Cohere3D significantly out-
performs the from-scratch training baseline using ImageNet
weights, especially when only a subset of the training data
is used for finetuning. In addition, the results show that the
pretraining can provide performance gains even when fine-
tuning the models on the entire training set. In this case, the
pretraining does not include extra information but utilizes

Table 1. 3D object detection using SOLOFusion [39] on nuScenes

(a) Short-term model variant

Finetune Percent Pretraining Strategy NDS mAP

10%
ImageNet [39] 21.3 15.6

Cohere3D (ours) 24.3 19.4

20%
ImageNet [39] 24.3 20.0

Cohere3D (ours) 25.8 22.3

50%
ImageNet [39] 30.8 28.1

Cohere3D (ours) 32.4 29.1

100%

ImageNet [39] 39.1 34.4
BYOL [9] 37.2 33.2

MonoDepth2 [8] 36.4 32.1
Occ-BEV [36] 39.0 34.3

Cohere3D (ours) 41.3 35.1
(b) Long-term model variant

Finetune Percent Pretraining Strategy NDS mAP

10%
ImageNet [39] 20.6 13.2

Cohere3D (ours) 22.9 16.4

20%
ImageNet [39] 28.5 23.1

Cohere3D (ours) 32.3 25.0

50%
ImageNet [39] 40.9 32.7

Cohere3D (ours) 43.1 33.6

100%

ImageNet [39] 49.7 40.6
BYOL [9] 48.9 39.7

MonoDepth2 [8] 47.3 37.4
Occ-BEV [36] 49.2 40.4

Cohere3D (ours) 50.2 40.8

Table 2. 3D object detection using BEVDet [19] on nuScenes

Finetune Percent Pretraining Strategy NDS mAP

10%
ImageNet [19] 11.7 8.0

Cohere3D (ours) 16.2 10.8

100%
ImageNet [19] 35.0 28.3

Cohere3D (ours) 36.1 28.6

the inherent temporal cues inside the training data. Our pre-
training also outperforms several other unsupervised learn-
ing baselines, including BYOL [9], a 2D contrastive learn-
ing algorithm that does not take the 3D geometry into ac-
count, and MonoDepth2 [8] and Occ-BEV [36] that con-
sider geometric information but ignore semantics.

The representation learned in the pretraining stage is ag-
nostic to different network architectures. For example, we
transfer our pretrained backbone to another 3D object de-
tection model, BEVDet [19]. Tab. 2 shows significant per-



Table 3. Motion prediction using VAD-tiny [23] on nuScenes

Pretraining
Strategy

Perception Prediction

NDS mAP EPA
(car)

EPA
(pedestrian)

ImageNet [23] 39.0 27.0 59.8 29.0
Cohere3D (ours) 41.4 27.9 63.1 33.1

formance improvement brought by our pretraining when we
finetune the model on both a subset and the full training set.

4.3. HD Map Construction

Apart from detecting foreground objects, we examine our
learned representation on background detection through an
HD map construction task. We apply MapTR [30] as the
task model, and finetune it on the full training set using our
pretrained weights. Our pretraining improves the mAP met-
ric from 50.3 to 51.2 in comparison to ImageNet pretrain-
ing. This improvement indicates that Cohere3D can also
help the model to better understand the background scene
such as map lanes.

4.4. Motion Prediction

Learning a coherent instance representation over time not
only helps to determine the current 3D states of each in-
stance, but also leads to stronger temporal reasoning, such
as predicting the future motion of these instances. To ver-
ify this hypothesis, we apply a state-of-the-art vision-based
prediction and planning model, VAD [23], as the task model
for camera-based motion prediction task. We transfer our
pretrained backbone weights as its initialization. We fine-
tune the VAD-tiny model on nuScenes using the full train
set. This model outputs both perception and end-to-end
motion prediction results. The perception performance is
measured by mAP and NDS, while the prediction perfor-
mance is evaluated using the End-to-end Prediction Accu-
racy (EPA) [10] metric. The results are shown in Tab. 3. On
the perception metrics, our pretraining leads to performance
gain compared to the baseline, which is consistent with
our observations in Sec. 4.2. Also, the end-to-end motion
prediction benefits from our pretraining method, which en-
courages instance-level coherence over long-term historical
frames. As a result, without using any extra data, Cohere3D
greatly lifts the performance of the vision-based end-to-end
motion prediction task.

4.5. End-to-end Planning

Our pretraining benefits the downstream task models in pre-
dicting the current (Sec. 4.2) and future (Sec. 4.4) 3D states
of surrounding environments. This improved scene under-
standing also facilitates the planning of the ego-vehicle. We

Table 4. End-to-end Planning using VAD-tiny [23] on nuScenes

Pretraining
Strategy

L2 (m) Collision (%)
1s 2s 3s 1s 2s 3s

ImageNet [23] 0.46 0.76 1.12 0.21 0.35 0.58
Cohere3D (ours) 0.28 0.52 0.84 0.11 0.26 0.56

Car Truck Motorcycle Traffic cone

From-scratch Training With Pretraining

Figure 4. Qualitative comparison of SOLOFusion model trained
from scratch (left) vs with pretraining (right). Our pretraining is
effective at improving recall rates, reducing false positives, and
localizing objects in the 3D space.

apply VAD-tiny [23] as the baseline for the end-to-end plan-
ning task. The performance is measured by the L2 error
and collision rates of the future trajectory. Results in Tab. 4
demonstrate that Cohere3D significantly boosts the end-to-
end planning performance, through better estimates of the
current and future states of surrounding agents.

4.6. Analysis

Qualitative Results In Fig. 4, we show some qualitative
3D object detection results using SOLOFusion [39] model.
Our pretraining leads to some notable improvements. First,
our pretraining provides instance representation robust to
the observation perspective views. This helps the detec-
tor to recall more objects. Second, our contrastive learning
framework samples both foreground and background fea-
tures to help learn to distinguish between the objects and
background clutter. This reduces the false positive results
in the downstream detection task. Finally, our temporally
coherent representation benefits the multi-frame temporal
fusion to achieve better 3D object pose estimation.
Convergence Speed Fig. 5 shows the performance of short-
term SOLOFusion [39] model at different training epochs
during finetuning. Our pretraining leads to superior perfor-
mance in the early finetuning stage than the from-scratch
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Figure 6. LiDAR-guided long-term correspondence. It can reli-
ably track each instance over long-term historical frames even if
it is captured by different cameras from varying angles. Readers
may zoom in to see the projected point clouds clearly.

training. Even though we do not use any labels during pre-
training, our unsupervised learning algorithm indeed learns
meaningful feature representation directly transferable to
the downstream task.
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Figure 5. Performance at different fine-
tuning epochs. Our pretraining leads to
faster convergence.

LiDAR-Guided
Long-term Cor-
respondence Our
pretraining algo-
rithm emphasizes
the long-term
coherence of
instance repre-
sentation. This
representation
quality heavily
depends on the
accuracy of our
long-term cor-

respondence constructed in the pretraining stage. Fig. 6
provides some examples of long-term correspondence
guided by the LiDAR point clouds. We find that our
method can retrieve reliable instance trajectories without
any explicit human annotations over multiple historical
frames for those dynamic instances. This provides a solid
foundation for our contrastive learning over temporal cues.

4.7. Ablation Studies

In this part, we justify our design by examining the role of
each module in our pretraining framework. We first high-
light the contribution of our key component, long-term tem-
poral coherence over instance representations. Then, we
discuss the role of each design decision in the contrastive
learning framework. All the experiments in this section use
the short-term version SOLOFusion [39] on 3D object de-
tection task. The model is finetuned on the full nuScenes
training set.

Table 6. Ablation study of contrastive learning modules

Background
Points

Merged
Depth

LSS
Mask NDS mAP

✓ ✓ 39.8 35.0
✓ ✓ 38.3 34.8
✓ ✓ 40.2 34.7
✓ ✓ ✓ 41.3 35.1

Table 5. Ablation study of long-
term temporal coherence

Historical
Frame NDS mAP

0 39.9 34.8
1 40.1 34.6
4 41.1 34.9

16 41.3 35.1

Long-term Temporal
Coherence Our al-
gorithm concentrates
on the extraction and
learning of long-term
instance-wise temporal
correspondence. In the
pretraining stage, we
construct a memory
bank for the historical
instance features to encourage the temporal coherence
of instance representations. We tried different numbers
of historical frames in Tab. 5. Without any temporal
information, a significant performance drop is observed.
This verifies that long-term temporal coherence is crucial
for the downstream task. Results also show that more
historical frames can lead to stronger representation and
bring better performance to the downstream task.

Contrastive Learning Modules We also examine the
role of other modules in our contrastive learning frame-
work, as summarized in Tab. 6. The results show that it
is important to merge the ground-truth depth with the esti-
mated depth in the view transformation module of the target
network (Sec. 3.4). Since the depth estimation from image
inputs is fragile, the ground-truth depth from the LiDAR
point clouds can notably reduce the positional ambiguity in
the target network’s BEV features. As a result, this leads
to a more stable target in the contrastive learning frame-
work. Secondly, the extraction of background point-level
features (Sec. 3.3) makes full use of semantics in the input
images outside of the foreground objects. It also helps to
distinguish the foreground from the background. Finally,
extra dropout in the LSS module [40] for view transforma-
tion (Sec. 3.4) results in stronger representation. Therefore,
all the above design decisions contribute meaningfully to
the final performance of our algorithm.

5. Conclusions
We propose a novel contrastive learning algorithm, Co-
here3D, for unsupervised representation learning of vision-
based 3D autonomous driving tasks. The algorithm encour-



ages the long-term coherence of instance features across
multiple frames, effectively and robustly handling changes
in observation viewpoints. By utilizing unlabeled LiDAR
point clouds to establish long-term instance-level corre-
spondences, Cohere3D enhances the feature sampling from
the BEV space. Through comprehensive experiments, we
show that our algorithm not only improves data efficiency,
but also significantly boosts the final performance of down-
stream 3D perception, prediction, and planning tasks.
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Supplementary Material

In this supplementary material, we elaborate on the de-
tails of our pretraining and finetuning in Sec. 6. We then
visualize additional qualitative results for end-to-end plan-
ning in Sec. 7. Finally, the limitations and future work are
discussed in Sec. 8.

6. Implementation Details
In this part, we present extra implementation details in ad-
dition to Sec. 4.1.

6.1. Pretraining Architecture

In the pretraining stage, we follow the network architec-
ture of SOLOFusion [39] without the detection heads and
the long-term BEV feature concatenation component. The
multi-view camera inputs are encoded by an image back-
bone separately. We then perform a stereo matching of the
encoded features with the image features from the previ-
ous frame, to construct a cost volume to improve the per-
frame depth estimation. Using the image features and the
depth estimation results, we generate a BEV feature map
through LSS-style [40] projection. The output is encoded
by a lightweight convolutional neural network to derive the
BEV features Ft

BEV . We follow prior contrastive learning
works [6, 9] to design a projection head and a prediction
head for the point-wise features sampled from the BEV fea-
tures. Both heads are two fully-connected layers with a Lay-
erNorm layer and a ReLU layer in between. The projection
head is attached to both online and target networks, while
the prediction head is only included in the online network,
following the projection head.

6.2. Pretraining Data Augmentation

Same as [19, 39], we perform weak data augmentations on
both image inputs and the projected BEV features. For
the image inputs, we apply random resizing (0.94, 1.11),
random rotation (−5.4◦, 5.4◦), and random horizontal flip-
ping. For the BEV features, we apply random resizing
(0.95, 1.05), random rotation (−22.5◦, 22.5◦), and random
horizontal/vertical flipping.

6.3. Finetuning Details

In this part, we present the training strategies used during
the finetuning stage of each task, which are the same as their
default from-scratch training settings.

Object Detection For both SOLOFusion [39] and
BEVDet [19] models, they are finetuned for 24 epochs us-

ing a learning rate of 2e-4, a batch size of 64, and the
AdamW optimizer [35].

Map Reconstruction The MapTR [30] model is fine-
tuned for 24 epochs using a batch size of 32 and the AdamW
optimizer [35]. The learning rate is 6e-4 for the entire model
except 6e-5 for the image backbone, and cosine annealing
is applied to the learning rate.

Prediction and Planning We use the VAD-tiny [23]
model for both motion prediction and end-to-end planning.
The model is finetuned for 60 epochs using a batch size of
8 and the AdamW optimizer [35]. The learning rate is 2e-
4 for the entire model except 2e-5 for the image backbone,
and cosine annealing is applied to the learning rate.

7. E2E Planning Qualitative Results
In this part, we provide two qualitative comparisons of
the VAD-tiny [23] model for end-to-end planning with and
without our Cohere3D pretraining in Fig. 7. These end-to-
end planning examples reflect the effectiveness of our Co-
here3D pretraining for all tasks, including detection, map-
ping, prediction, and planning. Results show that our Co-
here3D pretraining improves the performance of the end-
to-end planning model in different aspects, including (1) re-
constructing accurate HD maps from the camera inputs, (2)
detecting surrounding vehicles and predicting their future
motions reliably, and (3) producing map-compliant and safe
planning results in different scenarios.

8. Limitation and Future Work
Although Cohere3D pretraining demonstrates promising re-
sults in multiple tasks, there are still several limitations.
Firstly, our pretraining relies on pairwise raw LiDAR and
multi-view camera sensors, since we require point clouds
to construct the long-term fine-grained correspondence.
Secondly, our experiments focus primarily on nuScenes
dataset [3] due to availability of high-quality LiDAR-image
pairwise data in open-source driving datasets.

Our future work should focus on solving these limi-
tations. For instance, we can potentially leverage unsu-
pervised tracking models [21, 47] to replace the LiDAR
point clouds for the construction of long-term correspon-
dence. Additionally, we will explore the transferability of
Cohere3D on more driving data in the future.
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(a) Cohere3D pretraining identifies the boundary of the road to provide a map-compliant plan for turning.
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(b) Cohere3D pretraining detects the car from the opposite direction to avoid potential conflicts during planning.

Figure 7. Visualizations of end-to-end planning results without (top) and with (bottom) Cohere3D pretraining. Green denotes the ego-
vehicle and planning results. Red refers to the surrounding vehicles and prediction results. Black lines and blue lines are the predicted road
boundaries and predicted lane dividers, respectively.
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