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Abstract

Autonomous driving without high-definition (HD) maps
demands a higher level of active scene understanding.
In this competition, the organizers provided the multi-
perspective camera images and standard-definition (SD)
maps to explore the boundaries of scene reasoning capa-
bilities. We found that most existing algorithms construct
Bird’s Eye View (BEV) features from these multi-perspective
images and use multi-task heads to delineate road center-
lines, boundary lines, pedestrian crossings, and other ar-
eas. However, these algorithms perform poorly at the far
end of roads and struggle when the primary subject in the
image is occluded. Therefore, in this competition, we not
only used multi-perspective images as input but also incor-
porated SD maps to address this issue. We employed map
encoder pre-training to enhance the network’s geometric
encoding capabilities and utilized YOLOX to improve traffic
element detection precision. Additionally, for area detec-
tion, we innovatively introduced LDTR and auxiliary tasks
to achieve higher precision. As a result, our final OLUS
score is 0.58.

1. Introduction

Mapless driving offers significant advantages for au-
tonomous vehicles that do not rely on high-definition (HD)
maps. It can adapt more quickly to real-world road changes
and reduces the cost associated with manual map annota-
tion. Therefore, addressing the challenges in this area has
important practical significance.

This task involves taking multi-perspective images and
standard-definition (SD) maps as input, requiring not only
the perception of lanes and traffic elements but also the
topology relationships among lanes and between lanes and
traffic elements. In this competition, we not only used an
innovative area prediction head borrowed from LDTR [13]
and auxiliary tasks from mapTRv2 [8], but also integrated

the SD map into the BEV feature map and resolved the is-
sue of abstract SD map embedding learning by introduc-
ing a map encoder pre-training task. Lastly, we utilized
YOLOX [1] to enhance traffic element detection capabili-
ties. Our final metrics on the leaderboard were 0.58.

2. Method
2.1. SD Map

SD maps are provided as supplementary elements to aid in
understanding road topology from a BEV perspective and
to offer map priors over longer distances.

SD Map Sources DETl DETa DETt TOPll TOPlt OLUS
OpenStreetMap 0.39 0.38 0.49 0.38 0.32 0.49
OpenLaneV2 0.38 0.36 0.48 0.37 0.30 0.47

Table 1. Ablation experiments on different sources of SD map on
OpenLaneV2 validation set.

We encode maps from two SD map sources using
the same network, and the final metrics are shown in
Tab. 1. So we utilized the open-source SD map from Open-
StreetMap [2]. This map provides a large number of cate-
gories, a substantial amount of information, and compre-
hensive prior knowledge about roads. Each frame input
into the model consists of a localized view of the SD map
aligned with the vehicle’s camera position. We maintain
the structure of SMERF [11], as shown in Fig. 2, the map
lines are encoded using sincos position encoding, while
the category information is encoded with one-hot encoding.
These features are concatenated and then processed through
a Transformer encoder to learn map features.

After sincos position encoding of each line segment, the
dimension of the graph vector becomes:

Gv = Nl ∗Np ∗D (1)

where Nl is the polylines in the view, Np is the number of
default points, and D is the dimension of the points, related
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Figure 1. The overall pipeline of our network

Figure 2. Structure diagram of SD map encoding.

to sincos position encoding and class embedding. After en-
coding with the Transformer encoder, the dimension of fea-
ture changes to

Gf = Nl ∗Dh (2)

where Dh is the dimension of the hidden layer. The feature
map Gf is regarded as key and value, which is queried by
the constructed BEV features.

SD map has structural prior information. To enhance
the geometric structure encoding capability of the map en-
coder, we propose pre-training the map encoder. As shown
in Tab. 2, we compared the model with pre-trained weights
loaded into the map encoder against the model without these
weights.

In our experiments, we used an AutoEncoder approach
where the feature embedding encoded with sincos position
embedding was used as the ground truth. A lightweight de-
coder was used to predict the embedding with L2 loss as
supervision. This approach significantly improved the line-
related metrics. We also experimented with pre-training us-
ing the Masked AutoEncoder (MAE) method [4] but found
no further improvement, possibly due to the default upsam-
pling of 11 points per line.

Method DETl DETa DETt TOPll TOPlt OLUS
Baseline 0.39 0.38 0.49 0.38 0.32 0.4913
AutoEncoder Pre-train 0.41 0.40 0.50 0.39 0.32 0.5008
MAE Pre-train 0.40 0.39 0.51 0.39 0.32 0.5001

Table 2. Ablation experiments on different pre-training methods
on OpenLaneV2 validation set.

2.2. BEV Feature Constructor

Based on BEVFormer [6], we project the perspective view
(PV) features onto BEV and then fuse the image features
with SD map features in the BEV domain. Additionally, we
designed auxiliary foreground segmentation tasks for both
PV and BEV to enhance feature extraction capabilities.

2.3. Area Detection

We utilized the training framework of mapTR [7] for
area detection, working with BEV features that integrate
surround-view and SD map information. However, we
found that the approach in mapTR of using key points as
queries weakened the overall integrity of instances. There-
fore, drawing inspiration from LDTR [13], we employed
an anchor-chain method to represent area instances and fur-
ther optimized these instances holistically using MRDA and
P2P IoU loss & cost. The results indicate a significant per-
formance improvement compared to mapTR.

2.4. Lanesegment Detection

For lanesegment detection, we primarily employed Lane-
SegNet [5], which conducts centerline and laneline detec-
tion on BEV features fused with surround-view and SD map
information. Additionally, we incorporated P2P IoU loss
and cost to enhance the overall optimization of lane seg-



ments.

2.5. Traffic Element Detection

Method DETt

YOLOX 0.55
+ Data Augmentation 0.58
+ PAFPN 0.64
+ Reweight 0.66
+ Pseudo Label 0.66
+ Data Resampling 0.69
+ TTA 0.73

Table 3. Ablation experiments of YOLOX on OpenLaneV2 vali-
dation set.

We utilized YOLOX [1] as our 2D object detection
model, achieving higher quality bounding boxes. As shown
in Tab. 3, throughout the training process, we experimented
with various data augmentation techniques, data resam-
pling, and pseudo-labeling methods, etc. Ultimately, we im-
proved our metrics from a baseline of 0.55 to 0.73, marking
a 33% enhancement.

Firstly, we found that 40% of the training data lacks the
objects to be detected. Due to the sparsity of foreground
samples, many images do not contain the target objects.
To enable the model to learn more useful features, we em-
ployed two different data augmentation methods: mosaic
and mixup.

Then, we incorporated the PAFPN [9] structure to fuse
multi-scale features, which can address the sparsity issue of
low-level features.

We found that the sample counts were unbalanced.
Training samples for objects such as yellow lights, U-turns,
and no U-turn signs were relatively scarce. To balance the
number of positive examples for each detectable category,
we performed data resampling and increased the classifica-
tion weight for difficult samples.

We found that the length and width distribution of the
bounding boxes is concentrated between 0 and 200, with an
uneven size distribution. Smaller bounding boxes account
for a larger proportion, while some larger-sized bounding
boxes have ground truth values exceeding 200. To address
this, we introduced Test Time Augmentation (TTA) and ap-
plied scale transformations to the inference images, ensur-
ing good detection performance for objects of varying sizes.

Finally, to provide the detection model with more train-
ing data and enhance its generalization, We have annotated
the validation set using pseudo-labels and included it in the
training. This allowed the model to achieve better detection
performance across the 13 classes of objects.

2.6. Lane-Lane Topology

By integrating features from the upstream backbone and the
BEV features, and then passing them through the encoder in

lanesegment, we extract the line features. We then perform
bipartite matching with the ground truth line segments to
obtain matched positive examples and unmatched negative
examples. These examples are input into the topology head,
where an adjacency matrix representing the matching rela-
tionship between lines is produced through an MLP.

2.7. Lane-Traffic Topology

To improve topology metrics, we fine-tuned the topology
task head while keeping the rest of the network frozen. We
imported the object detection results from YOLOX[1] for
each frame. By providing high-quality bounding boxes, we
enhanced the quality of the detection features using sincos
position encoding and the bipartite matching results com-
pared with the original Deformable DETR [14]. This, in
turn, improved the prediction quality in the online inference
of lane-traffic topology relationships, leading to a signifi-
cant increase in the final precision.

3. Experiments
In this section, we provide some experimental details for
reproducibility of the final results, which were evaluated on
OpenLaneV2.

3.1. Implementation Details

We experimented with several backbone networks, includ-
ing ResNet-50 [3] and InternImage-L [12]. Our learning
rate was 2e-4, the optimizer was AdamW [10], and the total
number of training epochs was 48 epochs.

For traffic element detection, our image resolution is
1550*2480.

For the SD map, we achieved better weight initializa-
tion by loading the pre-trained map encoder using Open-
StreetMap [2].

For topological reasoning, the learning rate was 4e-4.
We froze the other parts of the network and only fine-tuned
the heads for line and traffic element topology relationships.

3.2. Model Performance

We have made many improvements to the model, and now
we list the effects of the methods that have proven to be
effective in Tab. 4.

Method DETl DETa DETt TOPll TOPlt OLUS
ResNet-50 0.29 0.20 0.36 0.26 0.21 0.36
+ Map Encoder 0.35 0.24 0.40 0.29 0.21 0.40
+ InternImage-L 0.38 0.25 0.49 0.32 0.30 0.45
+ Map Pretrain 0.40 0.26 0.50 0.34 0.29 0.46
+ LDTR 0.42 0.34 0.50 0.38 0.30 0.48
+ P2P IoU Loss 0.43 0.37 0.51 0.41 0.31 0.50
+ Aux Head 0.44 0.38 0.50 0.40 0.31 0.50

Table 4. Ablation experiments for different improvement methods
on OpenLaneV2 validation set.



Map Encoder. We used the SD map feature as the key and
value, and the feature map formed from multi-perspective
images as the query to perform cross-attention. We then
found that with the prior of SD map, the quality of our
HD map construction was greatly improved. Among them,
DETl and DETa improved significantly, increasing by 19%
and 20% respectively. The TOPll metric increased by 13%,
DETt increased by 9%, and TOPlt increased by 1.5%. It
can be seen that SD map can enhance the line features, and
due to the inherent topological structure of the map, it also
helps in constructing the final line-line topology graph.
Large Backbone. We also tried a backbone with a larger
number of parameters. We found that InternImage-L [12],
due to its DCNV3 convolutions, possesses the advantages
of both CNN’s inductive biases and multi-head attention. It
can bring about stable and significant improvements across
all metrics. Our final metric OLUS improved from 0.3960
to 0.4486, an increase of 13%.
Map Pretrain. To enhance the map encoder’s understand-
ing of maps, we pre-trained it. As a result, we found that the
TOPll metric improved the most, with an increase of 6%,
DETl increased by 3%, DETa increased by 1.5%, and DETt

increased by 1.7%. This is because during the pre-training
task, the map encoder learned in advance the process of con-
verting the position-encoded SD map into the feature map
output by the encoder, leading to significant improvements
in topological reasoning.
LDTR Head. By introducing the LDTR [13] head, our
DETa improved the most, from 0.25 to 0.34, a 36% in-
crease. DETl increased by 4.5%, TOPll increased by 10%,
and TOPlt increased by 4.9%.
P2P IoU Loss. By introducing the P2P IoU loss, we in-
corporated the IoU metric between lines to supervise the
matching degree of lines, enhancing the detection precision
of lines. We found that DETa improved by 8%, TOPll in-
creased by 7%, DETl increased by 2.1%, TOPlt increased
by 4.6%, and DETt increased by 1.9%. It can be observed
that the metrics related to lines have shown significant im-
provement.
Aux Head. By introducing auxiliary task heads, although
our overall metric did not increase on the validation set,
there was a slight improvement on the test set.

3.3. Model Ensemble

As shown in Tab. 5, we replaced the traffic element detec-
tion results in YOLOX with those from an existing model,
and utilized the detection results from YOLOX to provide
better features and binary matching results input through
sincos position encoding. This allowed us to fine-tune the
topology head, improving the TOPlt metric. Previous train-
ing results had indicated that when we increased DETl and
DETa, there was a decline in TOPll. We considered that
this was due to insufficient model capacity. Therefore, we

decoupled the training for the area head, which ultimately
helped to improve DETa.

Method DETl DETa DETt TOPll TOPlt OLUS
Strong Baseline 0.44 0.38 0.50 0.40 0.31 0.50
+ YOLOX 0.44 0.38 0.73 0.40 0.46 0.57
+ Fintune Topology 0.44 0.38 0.73 0.40 0.52 0.58
+ Decoupled Training 0.44 0.42 0.73 0.40 0.52 0.59
Test Server 0.39 0.40 0.80 0.38 0.48 0.58

Table 5. Ablation experiments for several model ensemble meth-
ods (First three rows: OpenLaneV2 validation set; Last row:
OpenLaneV2 test set)

4. Conclusion
In the paper, we propose a network that leverages the advan-
tages of SD map and multi-view image inputs, combined
with a mature object detector, and introduces SD map pre-
training, the LDTR head, and auxiliary tasks to improve
the final precision. As a result, as shown in the last row
of Tab. 5, the OLUS metric reached 0.58.
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