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Abstract

Vision-centric occupancy networks, which represent the
surrounding environment with uniform voxels with seman-
tics, have become a new trend for safe driving of camera-
only autonomous driving perception systems, as they are
able to detect obstacles regardless of their shape and oc-
clusion. Modern occupancy networks mainly focus on re-
constructing visible voxels from object surfaces with voxel-
wise semantic prediction. Usually, they suffer from incon-
sistent predictions of one object and mixed predictions for
adjacent objects. These confusions may harm the safety
of downstream planning modules. To this end, we inves-
tigate panoptic segmentation on 3D voxel scenarios and
propose an instance-aware occupancy network, PanoSSC.
We predict foreground objects and backgrounds separately
and merge both in post-processing. For foreground instance
grouping, we propose a novel 3D instance mask decoder
that can efficiently extract individual objects. we unify ge-
ometric reconstruction, 3D semantic segmentation, and 3D
instance segmentation into PanoSSC framework and pro-
pose new metrics for evaluating panoptic voxels. Extensive
experiments show that our method achieves competitive re-
sults on SemanticKITTI semantic scene completion bench-
mark.

1. Introduction
Accurate understanding of the 3D surroundings is an es-
sential prerequisite for safe autonomous driving systems.
Apart from the mature object-centric perception pipelines
which consist of detection, tracking and prediction [27],
the newly emerging occupancy networks cast new insights
for fine-grained scene understanding [35, 38]. Occupancy
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Figure 1. Panoptic 3D scene reconstruction from a monocular
RGB image for outdoor scenes with PanoSSC. Our method infers
voxel-level occupancy, semantics and instance ids.

networks are more capable of representing partly occluded,
deformable, or semantically not well-defined obstacles and
conducting open-world general object detection, so recently
they are widely investigated in both academia and industry.

Reconstructing the surroundings as 3D voxels originates
from semantic scene completion (SSC) from a single Li-
DAR frame. Since Tesla announced its vision-only occu-
pancy network, various vision-centric occupancy networks
[11, 39, 42] are proposed with additional voxel-level la-
bels and occupancy prediction benchmarks on nuScenes,
KITTI360, and Waymo open dataset [19, 38, 39, 42].

Although recent vision-based methods perform as well
as LiDAR-based methods on segmentation task [11, 39], in-
stances extraction in semantic mapping are less explored.
Understanding instances in the environment is able to elim-
inate inconsistent semantic predictions of one object and
mixed predictions for adjacent objects, while these confu-
sions may harm the safety of downstream planning mod-
ules. We intend to conduct instance-aware semantic occu-
pancy prediction on SSC benchmarks since SSC tasks re-
quire an entire representation of a single object. A concur-
rent work, PanoOcc [30, 43], conducts panoptic segmenta-
tion on LiDAR panoptic benchmark via multi-task learning
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of occupancy prediction and object detection. The main dif-
ference between this paper and PanoOcc [43] lies in that we
don’t assume labeling objects as bounding boxes and only
learn instances with segmentation labels. Hence, we are
motivated to adapt to diverse environments with obstacles
in which bounding boxes do not fit.

We propose PanoSSC, a novel monocular panoptic 3D
scene reconstruction method. PanoSSC consists of image
encoder, 2D to 3D transformer, semantic occupancy head
and transformer-based mask decoder head. Image features
are lifted to 3D space for 3D semantic occupancy predic-
tion and 3D instance completion. Unlike previous seman-
tic occupancy networks that adopt a per-voxel classification
formulation, we design a 3D mask decoder for foreground
instance completion and perform mask-wise classification.
This design is motivated by an insight: semantic segmen-
tation and instance segmentation for 2D images can benefit
from multi-task learning [12, 13]. Similar to [22], we pro-
pose a strategy for merging results of the two heads to ob-
tain voxel-level occupancy, semantics and instance ids. An
graphical illustration is shown in Fig. 1.

In summary, our main contributions are listed as follows:
1. We propose the task of panoptic 3D scene reconstruction

for outdoor scenes, aiming to predict voxel-level occu-
pancy, semantics and instance id.

2. We propose a novel monocular semantic occupancy net-
work, PanoSSC, which includes two prediction heads to
perform semantic occupancy prediction and 3D instance
completion respectively. The joint learning of these two
heads can promote each other.

3. Our method achieves competitive semantic occupancy
prediction results compared to the monocular pioneering
work on SemanticKITTI [1]. It is also the first to tackle
panoptic 3D semantic scene reconstruction on outdoor.

2. Related works
Semantic occupancy prediction. Semantic occupancy pre-
diction, originally called semantic scene completion (SSC),
is introduced in SSCNet [36] for indoor scenes, which aims
to jointly address 3D semantic segmentation and 3D scene
completion and achieve mutual promotion. Since then,
many SSC methods on indoor have been proposed, which
directly use depth images [17, 18] from RGB-D as input
or encode depth information as occupancy grids [8, 45] or
TSDF [4, 36, 48]. SemanticKITTI [1] is the first large-scale
dataset that proposes this task for LiDAR in the real out-
door world. Most methods [6, 32, 34, 44, 46] for outdoor
depend on LiDAR point clouds. After Tesla’s Occupancy
Network, semantic occupancy prediction based on low-cost
cameras has received extensive attention. MonoScene [2]
is the first to infer dense 3D voxelized semantic scenes
from a single RGB image. OccDepth [28] further uses im-
plicit depth information from stereo images for 3D struc-

ture reconstruction. To avoid the ambiguity of 3D features
caused by occlusion, VoxFormer [20] first forms sparse 3D
voxel features of the visible area and then densifies them.
TPVFormer [11] proposes an efficient tri-perspective view
representation to replace voxel-based features and gener-
ates occupancy prediction with multi-view images. Our
method is able to perform semantic occupancy prediction
from a monocular image, and further distinguish different
instances belonging to the same foreground category.

Semantic and panoptic segmentation. Semantic and
panoptic segmentation are thoroughly investigated with the
development of deep learning. Since FCNs [25], semantic
segmentation mainly relies on per-pixel classification, while
mask classification dominates for instance-level segmenta-
tion tasks [9, 14]. In 2D domain, early mask-based meth-
ods [3, 10] first predict bounding boxes and then generate
a binary mask for each box, while others [5, 22, 41] dis-
card the boxes and directly predict masks and categories. In
the automotive perception domain, vision bird’s eye view
(BEV) algorithms [21, 24, 31] focus on the transformation
from perspective view (PV) to BEV and segment drivable
areas, lanes and vehicles on BEV. 3D panoptic segmentation
are designed for sparse LiDAR point clouds [47]. Dahnert
et al. [7] unify the tasks of geometric reconstruction, 3D
semantic segmentation, and 3D instance segmentation into
panoptic 3D scene reconstruction for indoor scenes, and
propose a monocular method. PNF [16] generates panop-
tic neural scene representation with self-supervision from
an RGB sequence, while it focuses on offline reconstruc-
tion like most other NeRF-style methods rather than real-
time semantic occupancy prediction. We address outdoor
panoptic 3D scene reconstruction and generate 3D voxel
binary mask for each object to conduct mask classification
and instance-aware semantic occupancy prediction.

Multi-task learning. For images, many works [12, 13]
regard semantic segmentation and instance segmentation
as related tasks for joint learning and achieve good per-
formance. For autonomous driving, multi-task learning is
widely used in LiDAR semantic segmentation. LidarMulti-
Net [47] is a unified framework for 3D semantic segmenta-
tion, object detection and panoptic segmentation. JS3CNet
[46] exploits the shape priors from semantic scene comple-
tion to improve the performance of segmentation. Inspired
by these works, we design two heads for semantic occu-
pancy prediction and 3D instance completion respectively,
and conduct joint learning to achieve mutual promotion.

3. Methodology

3.1. Architecture

Semantic occupancy prediction is to discretize 3D scene
into voxels and assign each voxel a semantic label C =
{c0, c1, ..., cN}, where c0 denotes free class and N is the
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Figure 2. PanoSSC framework. We adopt 2D UNet to generate multi-scale image features and lift them to 3D space with TPVFormer [11].
After broadcasting TPV features, the voxel features are used for 3D semantic occupancy prediction and instance completion respectively.
During inference, we adopt a mask-wise strategy to merge the results of two prediction heads.

number of interested semantic classes. Similar to [7],
panoptic 3D scene reconstruction is to further predict in-
stance id for each voxel belonging to foreground categories.

Our architecture, PanoSSC, shown in Fig. 2, solves the
above tasks given only a single RGB image. The architec-
ture starts from an arbitrary image backbone, and then a
view transformation module, TPVFormer [11] in our im-
plementation, to lift image features to 3D space. After
that, we broadcast each TPV feature along the orthogo-
nal direction and add them to obtain voxel feature. Along
with a lightweight MLP-based semantic occupancy head,
these voxel features are passed through a novel 3D mask
decoder (Sec. 3.2) to improve the completion performance
of the foreground instances. Under our training strategy
(Sec. 3.3), these two prediction heads are able to boost each
other. Inspired by Panoptic SegFormer [22], we employ a
mask-wise strategy (Sec. 3.4) to merge predicted 3D masks
from the final mask decoder layer with the background re-
sults from semantic occupancy head to obtain occupancy,
semantics and instance ids for 3D voxelized scene.

2D-3D encoder. For fair comparisons with monocu-
lar pioneering work [2] on semantic occupancy prediction
task, we employ the 2D UNet based on the pretrained
EfficientNet-B7 [37] to generate multi-scale feature maps,
of which the resolutions are 1/8, 1/16 compared to the in-
put image. Then we use linear layers to convert the feature

dimension to 96 and send them to TPVFormer [11]. We
follow the settings in [11] to stack 3 hybrid-cross-attention
block (HCAB) blocks and 2 hybrid-attention block (HAB)
blocks to form TPVFormer and set the number of queries
on TPV planes to be 128× 128, 16× 128, 128× 16. Each
query encodes features of pillar region above the grid cell
belonging to one of the TPV planes.

Semantic occupancy head. To obtain full-scale voxel
features of size H×W ×D×C for fine-grained segmenta-
tion, we perform bilinear interpolation on the TPV features,
and then broadcast each plane along the orthogonal direc-
tion and add them together. After that, the voxel features
are fed into an MLP-based semantic occupancy head to pre-
dict their semantic labels, which consists of only two linear
layers and an intermediate activation layer.

3.2. 3D mask decoder

To improve the reconstruction and segmentation quality of
foreground instances, we also feed the voxel features into
an instance completion head to conduct instance-aware se-
mantic occupancy prediction. We propose a transformer-
based 3D mask decoder as the instance completion head
to predict categories and 3D masks from given queries,
as shown in Fig. 3. We initialize N learnable reference
points with uniform distribution from 0 to 1 in 3D space
and involve positional encoding [40]. Then they are passed
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Figure 3. 3D mask decoder. We input the voxel features from TPV-
Former [11] and the initialized thing queries into the transformer-
based 3D mask decoder, which can generate 3D instance masks
from attention maps and probabilities over all foreground cate-
gories from refined queries.

through an MLP consisting of two linear layers to gener-
ate the initial thing queries Q. The keys K and values
V are projected from the voxel features. Specifically, due
to computational cost constraints, TPV features are down-
sampled by two convolution layers and an average pooling
layer, and then broadcast to obtain 3D voxel features of size
H/4×W/4×D/4× 256(C).

3D mask decoder is stacked by multiple transformer
layers, and each layer can generate attention maps
A ∈ RN×h×(H

4 ×W
4 ×D

4 ) and refined queries Qrefined ∈
RN×256,where h is the number of attention heads. This pro-
cess can be formulated as:

A =
QKT

√
dk

(1)

Qrefined = softmax(A) · V (2)

where dk is the dimension of Q and K. We use N = 300,
h = 8 and stack 3 layers.

For Qrefined from each layer, a FC layer is used to di-
rectly predict probabilities over all foreground categories.
At the same time, we use a linear layer to fuse the atten-
tion maps of multiple attention heads to obtain 3D masks
M ∈ RN×(H

4 ×W
4 ×D

4 ).

3.3. Training strategy

PanoSSC includes the multi-task learning from both seman-
tic occupancy head and instance completion head. In multi-
task learning, a common approach is to perform a weighted
linear sum of the losses for each task [12]. But model per-
formance heavily relies on weight selection. To get bet-
ter results, we train our network in a fine-tuning two-stage
manner.

At the first stage, we only train the network without in-
stance completion head, which only consists of 2D UNet,
TPVFormer and semantic occupancy head. We consider
the semantic occupancy prediction task as a pre-training
step. At this stage, in addition to the most commonly used

weighted cross-entropy loss Lce for semantic occupancy
prediction, we also use the scene-class affinity loss Lsem

scal ,
Lgeo

scal and frustum proportion loss Lfp proposed in [2] to op-
timize the global and local performance on this task. So the
loss function at the first stage writes:

Lseg = Lce + Lsem
scal + L

geo
scal + Lfp. (3)

Instance completion head can generate a fixed-size pre-
diction set. Similar to transformer-based works [3, 22], we
use Hungarian algorithm [15] to obtain the best bipartite
matching between the prediction set and the ground truth
set. The matching cost is the sum of classification cost and
mask cost (classification lossLcls and mask lossLmask). The
loss for instance completion head is defined as:

Linst =

Dm∑
i

(λclsLi
cls + λmaskLi

mask), (4)

where Dm is the number of layers in 3D mask decoder, λcls
and λmask are the weights. We employ focal loss [23] as
classification loss Lcls and dice loss [29] as mask loss Lmask.
In practice, we use Dm = 3, λcls = 1, λmask = 2.

At the second stage, we add instance completion head
and reduce the learning rate of the rest of the network for
joint training. The loss function at the second stage writes:

L = Lseg + Linst. (5)

3.4. Mask-wise merging inference

This stage further refines the reconstruction quality of the
foreground instances. We design a mask-wise merging
strategy for 3D masks. During inference, it only takes the
background prediction results of semantic occupancy head,
and sets the voxels which belong to the foreground cate-
gories to empty. Then 3D masks from the instance com-
pletion head are merged one by one into the semantic occu-
pancy prediction result. Since each mask represents a fore-
ground instance, a unique id can be assigned. So PanoSSC
can address the panoptic 3D scene reconstruction task.

Similar to [22], we calculates the confidence scores of
3D masks to determine the category and id of the overlap
region. These scores consist of classification probabilities
and mask quality scores. The score of i-th prediction writes:

si = pαi ×
(∑

mi[h,w, d]Jmi[h,w, d] > 0.25K∑
Jmi[h,w, d] > 0.25K

)β

, (6)

where J.K is the Iverson bracket, pi is the maximum classifi-
cation probability of i-th result, mi[h,w, d] is the mask logit
at voxel [h,w, d], α, β are employed to balance the weight
of classification probability and mask quality. In practice,
we use α = 1

3 , β = 1. Note that since the resolution
of 3D masks generated by the instance completion head is



Algorithm 1 Mask-Wise Merging.

Input: background semantic result SemResult ∈
RH×W×D, the field of view of the im-
age FOV ∈ RH×W×D, instance id result
IdResult ∈ RH×W×D, categories c ∈ RN , scores
s ∈ RN , masks m ∈ RN×H×W×D.

Output: semantic result SemResult, instance id result
IdResult.

1: Initialize: IdResult← 0, id← 1
2: Sort results in descending order of score: order
3: for i in order do
4: if s[i] > tq then
5: mi ← (m[i] > 0.25)&(SemResult = 0)
6: if mi

m[i]>0.25 > toverlap and mi&FOV
m[i]>0.25 > tfov

then
7: SemResult[mi]← c[i]
8: IdResult[mi]← id
9: id← id+ 1

10: end if
11: end if
12: end for

H/4 ×W/4 × D/4, we perform trilinear interpolation to
obtain full-scale masks, and then the masks are binarized
with a threshold of 0.25.

Algorithm 1 illustrates our mask-wise merging strategy.
It takes predicted categories c, confidence scores s and 3D
masks m as input. These prediction results are arranged
in descending order of confidence scores. In addition, the
field of view of the image FOV is also input, in which the
inside voxels are 1 and the outside voxels are 0. We set all
voxels belonging to the foreground categories in the result
from semantic occupancy head to 0 as the initial value of
SemResult. And instance id result IdResult is initialized
by zeros.

We merge masks into the final result in order and discard
all masks with confidence scores below tq . Then, we take
the intersection of the current binarized mask and the empty
voxels in SemResult to obtain non-overlap part mi of the
mask. If the proportion of mi to the origin mask is lower
than toverlap, it is considered that there is a overlap conflict
and the mask need to be discarded. Due to the extremely
low prediction accuracy of instances outside the FOV, only
masks that are mostly within FOV (above tfov) will be
kept. Finally, the category label and instance id of each
mask are assigned to SemResult and IdResult for panop-
tic 3D scene reconstruction. In practice, we use tq = 0.2,
toverlap = 0.5, tfov = 0.5.

4. Experiments
We evaluate PanoSSC on the densely annotated au-
tonomous driving dataset SemanticKITTI [1]. In addition

to the SSC task, we propose the outdoor panoptic 3D scene
reconstruction task and corresponding metrics (Sec. 4.1)
based on this dataset. We provide our performance on two
tasks (Sec. 4.2) and conduct ablation studies (Sec. 4.3).

4.1. Experimental setup

Dataset. The SSC task of SemanticKITTI [1] focuses on
the volume of 51.2m ahead of the car, 25.6m to each side
and 6.4m in height, and discretize it into 256×256×32 vox-
els. The voxels are labelled with 21 classes (19 semantics, 1
free and 1 unknown). Similar to previous work [2], we left
crop RGB images of cam2 to 1220×370. We use the official
3834/815 train/val splits. To train and evaluate our network,
we perform Euclidean clustering on the ground truth of train
set and validation set to distinguish different instances. No-
tice that the dense semantic labels are obtained by the rigid
registration of continuous frames [33], so moving objects
(e.g. moving people) inevitably produce traces, which is an
imperfection of SemanticKITTI. We filter out these traces
when clustering. As shown in the supplementary material ,
by setting the clustering parameters reasonably, we can ob-
tain unique ids for different instances.

Training setup. As mentioned in Sec. 3.3, we train our
network in a two-stage manner. We first jointly pretrain 2D
UNet, TPVFormer and semantic occupancy head on 4 RTX
3090 GPUs with an AdamW [26] optimizer using a batch
size of 4, learning rate 2e-4 and a weight decay of 0.01 for
10 epochs. At the second stage, instance completion head is
joined for joint training for another 10 epochs. With other
settings unchanged, the learning rate is 1e-4 for instance
completion head and 1e-5 for other parts.

Metrics. For semantic scene completion, we follow
common practices to employ the intersection over union
(IoU) of occupied voxels, regardless of their semantic la-
bels, and the mean IoU (mIoU) of 19 semantic classes.

Similar to panoptic 3D scene reconstruction for indoor
scenes [7], we calculate the average of panoptic reconstruc-
tion quality (PRQ) of different categories, where PRQc for
the category c can be written as:

PRQc =

∑
(h,w,d)∈TPc IoU(h,w, d)

|TPc|+ 1
2 |FPc|+ 1

2 |FNc|
, (7)

where TP, FP and FN are the number of matched pairs of
segments, unmatched predicted segments and unmatched
ground-truth segments, respectively. Specifically, predicted
and ground-truth segments are matched by a greedy search
for the maximum IoU, and the match is considered suc-
cessful if the voxelized IoU ≥ 20%. We evaluate PRQ of
four categories: car, truck, other vehicle and road in Se-
manticKITTI. For the foreground categories, a segments
is the voxels belonging to the same instance id, while all
voxels belonging to the road category are a particular back-
ground segment. Consistent with the SSC task, we evaluate
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LMSCNetrgb [34]* 28.61 6.70 40.68 4.38 18.22 0.00 10.31 1.21 13.66 20.54 18.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02
3DSketchrgb [4]* 33.30 7.50 41.32 0.00 21.63 0.00 14.81 0.73 19.09 26.40 18.59 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
AICNetrgb [18]* 29.59 8.31 43.55 11.97 20.55 0.07 12.94 2.52 15.37 28.71 14.71 0.00 0.00 4.53 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.00 2.90
JS3CNetrgb [46]* 38.98 10.31 50.49 11.94 23.74 0.07 15.03 3.94 18.11 26.86 24.65 0.00 0.00 4.41 6.15 0.67 0.27 0.00 3.77 1.45 4.33
MonoScene [2]** 36.87 11.27 55.92 14.55 26.51 1.55 13.47 6.66 17.98 29.90 23.34 0.24 0.74 9.05 2.59 1.96 1.08 0.00 3.84 2.40 2.41

PanoSSC (ours) 34.94 11.22 56.36 17.76 26.40 0.88 14.26 5.72 16.69 28.05 19.63 0.63 0.36 14.79 6.22 0.87 0.00 0.00 1.94 0.70 1.83

Table 1. Semantic scene completion results on SemanticKITTI validation set. (* represents that the results are reported on [2]. ** represents
the reproduced result using the official code and checkpoint.)

PRQ RSQ RRQ PRQ RSQ RRQ PRQ RSQ RRQ
things stuff

MonoScene [2] + EC 19.33 37.83 38.26 6.51 30.90 18.15 57.79 58.63 98.58
TPVFormer [11] + EC 18.94 32.18 36.40 6.39 23.50 16.12 56.59 58.20 97.22
PanoSSC (ours) 22.93 39.51 49.43 11.27 33.02 33.20 57.90 59.00 98.13

Table 2. Panoptic 3D scene reconstruction results on SemanticKITTI validation set. (EC: Euclidean clustering.)

MonoScene [2]
+EC

TPVFormer [11]
+EC PanoSSC (ours)

Car

PRQ 14.73 16.95 16.38
RSQ 41.03 41.68 35.65
RRQ 35.90 40.68 45.95

Truck

PRQ 4.06 0.00 13.26
RSQ 25.89 0.00 33.34
RRQ 15.67 0.00 39.78

Other-vehicle

PRQ 0.74 2.21 4.17
RSQ 25.77 28.82 30.07
RRQ 2.88 7.68 13.87

Road

PRQ 57.79 56.59 57.90
RSQ 58.63 58.20 59.00
RRQ 98.58 97.22 98.13

Table 3. Panoptic 3D scene reconstruction results for each cat-
egory on SemanticKITTI validation set. (EC: Euclidean cluster-
ing.)

panoptic reconstruction at a voxel resolution of 0.2m and
ignore unknown voxels. In addition, the PRQc can be re-
garded as the product of reconstructed segmentation quality
RSQc and reconstructed recognition quality RRQc:

PRQc = RSQc × RRQc =∑
(h,w,d)∈TP IoU(h,w, d)

|TPc|
× |TPc|
|TPc|+ 1

2 |FPc|+ 1
2 |FNc|

.

(8)

We also report the average of RSQ and RRQ.

4.2. Performance

Baselines. We use the state-of-the-art method MonoScene
[2] as a baseline for semantic scene completion and further
cluster the semantic results with Euclidean clustering as the
baseline for panoptic 3D scene reconstruction.

Semantic scene completion. Tab. 1 reports the perfor-
mance of PanoSSC and baselines on SemanticKITTI. Our
network achieves performance on par with the state-of-the-
art monocular work on the main metric mIoU (11.22 vs
11.27). And the parameter number of PanoSSC is less
(137M vs 149M). Besides, our network helps distinguish
similar categories and significantly improve the reconstruc-
tion of trucks (+5.74) and other vehicles (+3.63). But it
is undeniable that PanoSSC’s reconstruction of moving ob-
jects need to be improved (in SemanticKITTI, for categories
like person, there are far more moving objects than station-
ary ones). We attribute this partly to the imperfection of
ground truth in SemanticKITTI mentioned above, that is,
moving objects produce traces and do not have the correct
shape. Our network performs SSC in the form of recon-
structing each instance, which is more susceptible to con-
fusion caused by this imperfection. In addition, PanoSSC
infers a global 3D voxel mask for each instance, so the re-
construction accuracy of small object categories also needs
improvement.

Panoptic 3D scene reconstruction. Tab. 2 reports re-
sults of panoptic 3D scene reconstruction. Our network ev-
idently outperforms clustering the output of SSC methods.
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Figure 4. Visualization on the SemanticKITTI [1] validation set. Each pair of rows shows the results of semantic scene completion (upper)
and 3D instance completion for vehicle (lower). Different color bars represent different categories on the SSC task, while colors indicate
different instance for 3D instance completion. The darker voxels are outside FOV of the image. Compared to MonoScene [2], our PanoSSC
can better capture the road layout (row 7) and estimate the shape of vehicles (rows 1− 6), especially when they are close. It can also better
distinguish similar categories, e.g. car and truck (rows 1− 4).

Compared with MonoScene, panoptic reconstruction qual-
ity (PRQ) of PanoSSC is higher (+3.60), especially for the
foreground categories (+4.76). Tab. 3 reports the results for
each category. Compared with performing Euclidean clus-
tering on the output of semantic occupancy head followed
by TPVFormer, adding instance completion head greatly
improves PRQ of truck and other-vehicle (+13.26,+1.96).

That is, our network can more accurately distinguish these
three similar categories: car, truck and other-vehicle.

Qualitative results. Panoptic 3D scene reconstruction
involves semantic completion for background categories
and instance completion for foreground categories. Fig. 4
shows the SSC output (upper of each pair of rows) and the
instance completion results (lower of each pair of rows).



mIoU IoU

Ours w/o instance completion head 10.59 34.95
Output of semantic occupancy head of ours 10.77 35.21
Ours (after merging) 11.22 34.94

Table 4. Effect of instance completion head on semantic scene
completion in multi-task learning.

PRQ RSQ RRQ mIoU
things (car,truck,other-vehicle)

Ours w/o semantic occupancy head 5.59 21.38 28.26 6.34
Ours 11.27 33.02 33.20 13.55

Table 5. Effect of semantic occupancy head on instance comple-
tion in multi-task learning.

MonoScene tends to predict the empty voxels in the vehi-
cle interval as vehicle on the SSC task. Therefore, when
simply clustering the output of SSC, it is impossible to as-
sign unique ids to multiple vehicles in the strip (rows 2,4).
While PanoSSC can obtain the 3D mask of each instance
and merge them, which can better distinguish the close
instances and estimate their shape (rows 1,3,5). Besides,
since other existing SSC methods use a per-voxel classifi-
cation formulation, there is a mixture of voxels belonging
to the similar categories during semantic occupancy pre-
diction. That is, there are few truck voxels in the region
that is mostly predicted to be car voxels (row 1). We adopt
mask-wise classification and discard some masks according
to overlap conflicts during inference, which can suppress
these unreasonable results. In addition, PanoSSC can also
better reconstruct road layout (row 7) and distinguish simi-
lar categories, e.g. car and truck (rows 1,3). Note that none
of the existing monocular works can reconstruct the com-
pletely occluded objects in the scene well (rows 6,8). More
qualitative results are presented in the supplementary mate-
rial.

4.3. Ablation studies

Multi-task learning. Inspired by works in 2D domain,
our network includes semantic occupancy head and instance
completion head for multi-task learning. To prove that these
two heads can boost each other, we conduct ablation stud-
ies. In Tab. 4, we report the SSC results of our network, the
network without instance completion head, and the seman-
tic occupancy head after joint training. It is shown that even
without merging the output of instance completion head,
joining this head for training can improve SSC performance
(mIoU+0.18, IoU+0.26). Merging the output of instance
completion head can further boost the main metric of the
SSC task (+0.45). Tab. 5 shows that ablating semantic occu-
pancy head also impairs the performance of instance com-
pletion. We conjecture that this mutual promotion comes

mIoU IoU PRQ RSQ RRQ

λcls : λmask = 2 : 1 10.97 34.67 21.37 39.34 44.97
λcls : λmask = 1 : 1 11.03 34.78 21.54 39.51 45.00
λcls : λmask = 1 : 2 (ours) 11.22 34.95 22.93 39.51 49.43

Table 6. Effect of loss weights in instance completion head.

Layer PRQ RSQ RRQ

1 21.13 39.44 44.18
2 21.78 38.97 46.38
3 22.93 39.52 49.43

Table 7. Panoptic 3D scene reconstruction results for each layer in
instance completion head.

from the improvement of generalization by sharing domain
information between related tasks.

Losses. The loss of instance completion head in Eq. (4)
consists of classification loss and mask loss, and we need
to balance these two losses. We find that classification loss
converges slightly faster than mask loss. Tab. 6 shows that
appropriately reducing the weight of classification loss is
beneficial to the network to obtain good results. We specu-
late that this is because classification is easier than estima-
tion of shape and position for mask decoder.

Mask decoder. As mentioned in Sec. 3.2, instance com-
pletion head is stacked by multiple transformer layers and
each layer can generate a set of classification probabilities
and 3D masks. Tab. 7 reports the results of each layer in in-
stance completion head. As the number of layers increases,
the reconstruction quality of the output improves. Consid-
ering the parameter amount and inference speed of the net-
work, our PanoSSC only stacks 3 layers.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we proposed a novel voxelized scene
understanding method, coined PanoSSC, which can
tackle semantic occupancy prediction and panoptic 3D
scene reconstruction on outdoor. Our method joins se-
mantic occupancy head and instance completion head
for joint training to achieve mutual promotion. On the
SemanticKITTI dataset, we perform on par with the
state-of-the-art monocular method on semantic occupancy
prediction task. And to our best knowledge, PanoSSC
is the first vision-only panoptic 3D scene reconstruction
method on outdoor and achieves good results. We hope
that our work can advance the research on more com-
prehensive scene understanding for autonomous driving.
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6. 3D mask decoder
As described in [22], using a lightweight FC layer to gener-
ate masks from attention maps enables the attention mod-
ule to learn where to focus guided by the ground truth
mask. We extend the mask decoder in [22] to 3D segmenta-
tion and completion, and also use deep supervision, which
means that attention maps of each layer are supervised by
the ground truth 3D mask. Therefore, the attention module
can focus on interested region as early as possible, which
accelerating the learning and convergence of the model.

7. Dataset setup.
When training instance completion head, the 3D binary
mask and the category label for each instance is required.
While SemanticKITTI only provides ground-truth semantic
labels without instance ids and moving objects inevitably
produce traces. To train and evaluate our network, we per-
form Euclidean clustering on the ground truth and filter out
those traces. In practice, we set the search radius of Eu-
clidean clustering to be 2 voxels for vehicles and 3 voxels
for other categories. The maximum number of voxels per
cluster is 2000 for cars, 5000 for trucks and other-vehicles,
and 1000 for people, bicyclists and motorcyclists. As shown
in Fig. 5, we can obtain unique ids for different instances by
setting the reasonable clustering parameters.

Ground Truth for SSC Clusters of Car Voxels

Figure 5. Instance ids obtained from Euclidean clustering on the
ground truth for SSC.

8. Qualitative results
Fig. 6 shows additional qualitative results on Se-
manticKITTI validation set. Notice our network can bet-
ter distinguish the close instances and estimate their shape.
Fig. 7 provides zoom-in view of a mixture of voxels be-
longing to the car and truck categories. It can be clearly
shown that compared with the per-voxel classification com-

monly used in SSC methods, the mask-wise classification
and merging strategy in PanoSSC can suppress these unrea-
sonable results.



Input MonoScene [2] PanoSSC (ours) Ground Truth
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Figure 6. Additional qualitative results on the SemanticKITTI [1] validation set. Each pair of rows shows the results of semantic scene
completion (upper) and 3D instance completion for vehicle (lower). Different color bars represent different categories in SSC task, while
colors indicate different instance for 3D instance completion. The darker voxels are outside FOV of the image.
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Figure 7. Zoom-in view of a mixture of voxels belonging to the similar categories during semantic occupancy prediction.
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