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Figure 1. Trade-off between Speed and Accuracy. The blue point plots are derived from reports in SparseOcc [19], while the yellow ones
are obtained through our own testing with same setting, i.e., the frames per second (FPS) were conducted using a A100 with PyTorch FP32
backend.

Abstract

Panoptic occupancy poses a novel challenge by aim-
ing to integrate instance occupancy and semantic occu-
pancy within a unified framework. However, there is still
a lack of efficient solutions for panoptic occupancy. In
this paper, we propose Panoptic-FlashOcc, a straightfor-
ward yet robust 2D feature framework that enables real-
time panoptic occupancy. Building upon the lightweight
design of FlashOcc, our approach simultaneously learns
semantic occupancy and class-aware instance clustering
in a single network, these outputs are jointly incorporated
through panoptic occupancy procession for panoptic occu-
pancy. This approach effectively addresses the drawbacks
of high memory and computation requirements associated
with three-dimensional voxel-level representations. With
its straightforward and efficient design that facilitates easy
deployment, Panoptic-FlashOcc demonstrates remarkable
achievements in panoptic occupancy prediction. On the

Occ3D-nuScenes benchmark, it achieves exceptional per-
formance, with 38.5 RayIoU and 29.1 mIoU for semantic
occupancy, operating at a rapid speed of 43.9 FPS. Further-
more, it attains a notable score of 16.0 RayPQ for panop-
tic occupancy, accompanied by a fast inference speed of
30.2 FPS. These results surpass the performance of exist-
ing methodologies in terms of both speed and accuracy.
The source code and trained models can be found at the
following github repository: https://github.com/
Yzichen/FlashOCC.

1. Introduction

Panoptic occupancy in multi-view sense plays a critical role
in autonomous robot navigation [10], environment mapping
[27], and self-driving systems [2, 29, 30, 34]. It has re-
cently garnered significant attention due to the introduction
of the panoptic quality metric [19]. Panoptic occupancy di-

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

10
52

7v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 1

5 
Ju

n 
20

24

https://github.com/Yzichen/FlashOCC
https://github.com/Yzichen/FlashOCC


vides 3D scenes into structured voxels from visual images,
and each voxel is assigned with an instance ID, where each
voxel in “thing” classes is identified by both class labels and
instance IDs, while the voxel in “stuff” classes is labeled
with only class labels.

Mutil-view 3D panoptic occupancy is still a nascent field
and remains an open research problem. As its heavy cal-
culation, to date, only one paper, SparseOcc [19], has ad-
dressed this problem in a sparse manner. 3D panoptic occu-
pancy presents challenges in network design as it classifies
the segmentation of 3D voxels into semantically segmented
regions, as well as the distinction of individual instances.
Moreover, panoptic occupancy finds its primary application
in fields as mentioned at the begin of the article, all of which
demand real-time inference and high accuracy while being
deployable on various edge chips. These challenges have
motivated us to seek a more suitable architecture that can
address these issues and achieve fast inference speed with-
out compromising accuracy.

Inspired by the success of the bottom-up paradigm in
2D image panoptic segmentation, where semantic segmen-
tation predictions are typically obtained before grouping
“thing” pixels into clusters to identify instances [3, 7, 13,
26, 32], we aim to develop a simple, effective, and de-
ployable network for panoptic occupancy. Our proposed
approach integrates semantic occupancy with class-aware
instance clustering to process panoptic occupancy. To en-
sure inference speed without sacrificing accuracy, we adopt
the architecture of FlashOcc [34] to estimate semantic oc-
cupancy. FlashOcc utilizes a channel-to-height transfor-
mation to effectively convert the flattened bird’s-eye view
(BEV) feature into 3D occupancy predictions, without the
need for computationally expensive 3D voxel-level repre-
sentations. We then incorporate a lightweight centerness
head, inspired by Panoptic-DeepLab [3], to generate class-
aware instance centers. The predictions from the seman-
tic occupancy estimation and the centerness head are fused
through the panoptic occupancy processing to generate the
final panoptic occupancy. This results in a highly efficient
bottom-up panoptic occupancy network design, which we
refer to as Panoptic-FlashOcc.

We evaluated our approach on the challenging Occ3D-
nuScenes dataset using three metrics: PayIoU, mIoU, and
RayPQ. Thanks to its efficient design, Panoptic-FlashOcc
achieves state-of-the-art performance whitout whistles and
bells, as depicted in Figure 1. It achieves the highest per-
formance with 38.5 RayIoU, 31.6 mIoU, and 16.0 RayPQ,
while maintaining an inference speed of 35.6, 35.6 and
30.2 FPS respectively. Furthermore, in term of RayIoU,
it achieves comparable performance to the best competitor
on RayIoU while maintaining the fastest inference speed of
43.9 FPS.

2. Related Work
Panoptic segmentation. Since the introduction of panop-
tic segmentation in Kirillov et al. [13], numerous efforts
have emerged in this domain. Initially, adaptations to ex-
isting networks involved adding either a semantic [13] or
an instance branch [3] to state-of-the-art models, followed
by hand-crafted post-processing techniques [18, 31, 32].
With the integration of transformer into computer vision,
researchers have started exploring architectures that can ad-
dress the panoptic segmentation task in a more unified man-
ner. MaskFormer [4] utilizes queries to predict object masks
and stuff masks in a unified approach. Mask2Former [5]
introduces masked-attention, which significantly improves
performance on smaller objects by masking unrelated parts
of the image. While transformer-based methods have shown
superior performance compared to previous models, they
present challenges in terms of deployment on various edge
chips. Recently, the efficient MaskConver [23] has sur-
passed the above transformer-based models by learning in-
stance centers for both “thing” and “stuff” classes using
only fully convolutional layers. This motivates us to seek
an efficient and deploy-friendly model that operates solely
in a buttom-up fully convolutional manner.

Efficient Panoptic occupancy. Panoptic occupancy
represents an emerging direction that remains under-
unexplored, in contrast to the flourishing development in
panoptic segmentation. Sparseocc [19] stands as the first
and only study that focuses on both enhancing panoptic
quality and promoting inference speed. It provides re-
ports on quality and latency using an A100 GPU. Since
semantic occupancy is a sub-task of panoptic occupancy,
and panoptic understanding can be expanded experientially
from semantic occupancy, we also explore semantic occu-
pancy to identify studies with efficient architectures. Dense
3D voxel-level representation has been employed in many
works [1, 16, 21, 29, 30] to perform occupancy compu-
tation, albeit requiring computational 3D convolutions or
transformer modules. Consequently, several studies aim to
simplify the models to reduce computational time. TPV-
Former [12] proposes to use a tri-perspective view represen-
tations to supplement vertical structural information, where
the voxel-level representation is simplified. VoxFormer [15]
utilizes a sparse-to-dense MAE module to complete the oc-
cupancy by the sparse queries projected from the perspec-
tive view. SparseOcc further optimizes the occupancy pre-
diction in a full sparse manner [19].

However, the aforementioned methods all adopt the
paradigm of 3D voxel-level representation to perform oc-
cupancy prediction inevitablely, relying on 3D feature or
transformer module. This design poses challenges for de-
ploying them on edge chips, expect for the Nvidia’s so-
lutions. Inspired by the efficiency and deployability of
FlashOcc [34], which introduces a channel-to-height mod-
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ule to transform flattened BEV features into 3D semantic
occupancy predictions using only 2D convolutions, we in-
corporate FlashOcc into our approach, which enables us to
explore efficient and chip-independent panoptic occupancy.

Center Point Representation. Convolution-based tasks
such as detection [9, 25, 33], tracking [35], instance seg-
mentation [6], and panoptic segmentation [3, 13] rely heav-
ily on the notion of center point prediction. In the con-
text of panoptic segmentation, Panoptic-DeepLab [3] pre-
dicts the mass center to represent each instance. Similarly,
MaskConver [23] utilizes the center point to model the mask
centers for both “thing” and “stuff” classes, rather than fo-
cusing solely on box centers.

Building upon the above approaches, we extend the rep-
resentation to include class-aware instance center predic-
tion for each “thing” class. Experimental results demon-
strate that this simple yet efficient representation achieves
state-of-the-art panoptic occupancy results on the Occ3D-
nuScenes dataset.

3. Architecture
In this section, we outline how the proposed instance cen-
ters are utilized to integrate the panoptic property into
the semantic occupancy task. We begin by providing an
overview of the architecture in Section 3.1. Then, we delve
into the occupancy head, which predicts the segmentation
label for each voxel, in Section 3.2. Subsequently, we elab-
orate on the centerness head, which is employed to generate
class-aware instance centers, in Section 3.3. Finally, we de-
scribe the panoptic occupancy processing, which serves as
an efficient post-processing module for generating panoptic
occupancy, in Section 3.4.

3.1. Overview Architecture

As depicted in Fig. 2, Panoptic-FlashOcc comprised four
main components: BEV generation, semantic occupancy
prediction, centerness head and panoptic occupancy pro-
cessing. The BEV generation module transforms the
surround-view images into the BEV feature FBEV ∈
RH×W×C , where H , W and C denote the height, width
and channel dimensions of the feature, respectively. This
transformation is achieved by employing an image encoder,
view transform and BEV encoder, which can be adopted di-
rectly from [16, 21, 34, 37]. To ensure efficient deployment
on edge chips, we adhere to the configuration of FlashOCC
[34], where ResNet50 [8] is employed as the image encoder,
LSS [9, 22] serves as the view transformer, ResNet18 and
FPN are utilized as the BEV encoder.

The semantic occupancy prediction module takes the
flatten BEV feature FBEV above as input and generates
the semantic occupancy result OCCsem ∈ RH×W×Z ,
where Z denotes the voxel number perpendicular to the
BEV plane. Meanwhile, the centerness head generates the

class-aware heatmap OHeat ∈ RH×W×CInst and the re-
gression tensor OR ∈ RH×W×3 for instance center re-
spectively, where CInst represents the semantic number of
“thing” class.

Finally, the combination of semantic occupancy result
OCCsem and the instance center informations above go
through the panoptic occupancy processing for the panoptic
prediction OCCpano ∈ RH×W×Z . It is important to note
that the panoptic occupancy processing serves as a post-
processing and does not involve any gradient backpropa-
gation.

3.2. Semantic Occupancy Prediction

To ensure a lightweight and easily deployable solution, the
architecture of the semantic occupancy prediction module is
directly inherited from FlashOCC [34]. It consists of an oc-
cupancy head and a channel-to-height operator, enabling the
prediction of semantic labels for both “thing” and “stuff”
classes. The occupancy head is a submodule that comprises
three 2D convolutional layers. In line with the loss setting
proposed in [16, 28], the loss function improves upon the
pixel-wise cross-entropy loss utilized in FlashOcc by incor-
porating a distance-aware focal loss (Lfl) [17]. Addition-
ally, to enhance the capacity of 3D Semantic Scene Comple-
tion (SSC) in addressing occluded regions, a semantic affin-
ity loss (Lsem

scal) [2] and the geometry affinity loss (Lgeo
scal) are

adopted. Furthermore, the lovasz-softmax loss (Lls) [28] is
also introduced into the training framework.

3.3. Centerness Head

The centerness head, proposed within our framework,
serves two fundamental purposes: 1) Enhancing the dis-
tinction between various objects. By generating sharper se-
mantic boundaries, the centerness head improves the per-
formance of the semantic occupancy branch as an auxiliary
submodule. This enhancement is achieved without requir-
ing any additional computational resources during inference
when performing only semantic occupancy prediction. This
empirical verification is discussed in the subsequent sec-
tion. 2) Proposing the class label and 3D location of in-
stance center for panoptic occupancy processing. In urban
scenes, “thing” objects are generally separated from each
other in the flattened bird’s eye view (BEV) perception, so
the “thing” centers generated from the BEV features iden-
tify with that from the 3D voxel features. As illustrated
in the bottom center block of Fig. 2, the centerness head
comprises center regression head and center heatmap head.
Both modules comprise three convolution layers paired with
a 3× 3 kernel.

Center Heatmap Head. The significance of center point
representation for both “things” and “stuff” has been ex-
tensively demonstrated in various studies, including object
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Figure 2. The overall architecture of our Panoptic-FlashOcc. The BEV generation and semantic occupancy prediction directly inherit the
model structure from FlashOcc, while the newly added centerness head and panoptic occupancy processing enhances semantic occupancy
prediction to panoramic occupancy prediction. Best viewed in color and zoom.

detection [9, 14, 25, 33], instance segmentation [6], and
panoptic segmentation [3, 23]. During the training process,
the ground truth instance centerness values are encoded us-
ing a 2D gaussian distribution with a standard deviation
equal to the diagonal size of the instance mass. The focal
loss is employed to minimize the discrepancy between the
predicted class-aware heatmap OHeat and the correspond-
ing ground truth heatmap.

Center Regression Head. The objective of this module
is to estimate the 3D regression tensor (x, y, z) from each
pixel to its corresponding instance center of mass. Given
that the BEV feature is a 2D flattened pillar representation
rather than a 3D voxel representation, the regression for x
and y represents the transitional ratio from the actual center
to the discrete index, while the regression for z accounts for
the estimation of the absolute height ratio. During the train-
ing process, we employ the smooth L1 loss for regression
prediction, which is activated only at pixels that belong to
object instances.

3.4. Panoptic Occupancy Processing

The panoptic occupancy processing module serves as an in-
stance label assignment module, designed to be both simple

and effective. It exclusively relies on matrix operations and
logical operations, without the inclusion of any trainable pa-
rameters. This design allows for a straightforward and effi-
cient implementation of the panoptic occupancy processing.

Instance Center Proposal. Given the class-aware
heatmap OHeat, we extract the candidate instance center
indexs with local maximum confidence. This is achieved
by applying the maxpool operator with a kernel size of
3 × 3 to OHeat, and retaining the indexs whose values
remain unchanged before and after maxpooling. This
process is analogous to non-maximum suppression (NMS)
in object detection. Subsequently, the indexs with the top
100 confidence scores are retained, and a sequential score
threshold τ (set to 0.3) is utilized to filter out indexs with
low confidence. Finally, we obtain M instance center index
proposals {(in, jn, kn), n ∈ 1, ...,M}, where i, j, and k
represent the indexs along the x, y, and z axis, respectively.
The value of kn corresponds to the semantic label of the
corresponding instance.

Using the center regression tensor OR, we can fur-
ther obtain the instance center proposals paired with pre-
cise 3D locations and semantic labels, denoted as Φ =
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{(xn, yn, zn, kn), n ∈ 1, ...,M}: xn = δx× (in +OR[in, jn, 0])
yn = δy × (jn +OR[in, jn, 1])
zn = RZ ×OR[in, jn, 2]).

(1)

where δx and δy are the voxel size along x and y axis, RZ

is the perception range along the z axis.

Nearest Assign. We employ a simple nearest assignment
module to determine the instance ID for each voxel in
OCCsem. The pseudo-code outlining the processing steps
is presented in Algorithm 1. Given the semantic occu-
pancy OCCsem and instance centers Φ as inputs, the
nearest assignment module outputs the panoptic occupancy
OCCpano. First, we initialize the instance ID number
NID to 0. For each class d in the semantic labels (with a
total of NS semantic classes), we begin by collecting the
index set Id whose value in OCCsem is d. We then pro-
ceed differently depending on whether d belongs to a “stuff”
object or a “thing” object.

In the case of a “stuff” object, we assign the value NID

to all indexs in OCCpano corresponding to the index set
Id. Afterwards, we increment NID by 1, as a “stuff” object
is treated as a single instance. (Line 5-8 in Algorithm 1)

For “thing” objects, we first filter out L instance centers
ϕ̃ from Φ whose instance class is d. For each index (i, j, k)
in Id, we select the nearest instance center with the same
label from ϕ̃ using the following equation:

l = argmin
l

||ϕ̃l[: 3]− (δx× i, δy × j, δz × k)||2 (2)

where δz is the voxel size along z axis and l is the select
index from ϕ̃. Then the value in OCCpano located by in-
dex (i, j, k) is set to be NID + l. After iterating through all
indexs in set Id, we update the instance NID by adding L
to itself. (Line 11-17 in Algorithm 1)

Once all semantic labels have been processed, we obtain
the final panoptic occupancy prediction OCCpano. In con-
trast to previous studies for panoptic segmentation that uti-
lize class-agnostic instance centers, the computational com-
plexity of Eq. 2 is O(NWH), where N is the number of
instance objects across all labels. When extending the task
from 2D segmentation to voxel-level occupancy, the com-
plexity increases to O(NWHZ). However, by utilizing
class-aware instance centers, the complexity is reduced to
O(NsWHZ), where Ns is the number of objects with a
single class label.

4. Experiment
Within this section, we begin by providing comprehensive
information concerning the benchmark and metrics utilized,
along with the training details for our Panoptic-FlashOcc,

Algorithm 1: Pseudo-code of Nearest Assign.
Input: Semantic occupancy OCCsem; instance center Φ
Output: Panoptic occupancy OCCpano

1 Initialization: OCCpano ← 0H×W×Z ; NID ← 0
2 for d in 1, 2, ..., NS do
3 Id ← the index whose value in OCCsem is d
4 if d ∈ stuff then
5 for (i, j, k) in Id do
6 OCCpano[i, j, k]← NID ;
7 end
8 NID ← NID + 1

9 end
10 else
11 ϕ̃← the instance center from Φ whose semantic class

is d
12 L← total instance number in ϕ̃
13 for (i, j, k) in Id do
14 select the nearest instance center indexed l from ϕ̃

with same label by Eq. 2
15 OCCpano[i, j, k]← NID + l;
16 end
17 NID ← NID + L

18 end
19 end
20 Return: OCCpano

as documented in Section 4.1. Subsequently, Section 4.2
showcases the primary performance of our method com-
pared to other state-of-the-art methods on occupancy pre-
diction. Following that, in Section 4.3, we carry out thor-
ough ablation study to explore the efficacy of each compo-
nent in our proposed method.

4.1. Experimental Setup

Benchmark. We conducted occupancy on the Occ3D-
nuScenes [24] datasets. The data collection vehicle is
equipped with one LiDAR, five radars, and six cameras,
enabling a comprehensive surround view of the vehicle’s
environment. It comprises 700 scenes for training and 150
scenes for validation, the duration of each sence is 20s, and
groundtruth label is annotated every 0.5s. The dataset cov-
ers a spatial range of -40m to 40m along the x and y axis,
and -1m to 5.4m along the z axis. The occupancy labels are
defined using voxels with size of 0.4m× 0.4m× 0.4m for
17 categories. Each driving scene contains 20 seconds of
annotated perceptual data captured at a frequency of 2 Hz.

Metrics. The mean intersection-over-union (mIoU)
and RayIoU are utilized to report the semantic segmenta-
tion performance, the later aims to solve the inconsistency
penalty along depths raised in traditional mIoU criteria [19].
and the metric of panoptic quality (PQ) is introduced to
evaluate the accuracy of panoptic segmentation.

Training Details. In our paper, we adopt Resnet50 as
backbone and image with size of 704×256 as input. All our
settings are trained using PyTorch with a total batch size of
16 distributed across 4 GPUs, and the total training epoch
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Figure 3. Qualitative results of panoptic occupancy on Occ3D-nuScenes.
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Figure 4. Qualitative results of semantic occupancy on Occ3D-nuScenes.
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Table 1. The performance of 3D semantic occupancy on Occ3D-nuScenes [24].

Method Backbone Input Size Epochs Vis. Mask RayIoU RayIoU1m RayIoU2m RayIoU4m mIoU FPS

MonoScene [2] R101∗ 928×1600 24 ✓ - - - - 6.0 -
OccFormer [36] R101∗ 928×1600 24 ✓ - - - - 21.9 -
TPVFormer [11] R101∗ 928×1600 24 ✓ - - - - 27.8 -
CTF-Occ [24] R101∗ 928×1600 24 ✓ - - - - 28.5 -
RenderOcc [21] SwinB 512×1408 24 ✓ - - - - 26.1 -
BEVFormer [37] R101 1600 × 900 24 ✓ 32.4 26.1 32.9 38.0 39.3 3.0
FB-Occ (16f) [16] R50 704 × 256 90 ✓ 33.5 26.7 34.1 39.7 39.1 10.3
FlashOcc [34] R50 704 × 256 24 ✓ - - - - 32.0 29.6

BEVFormer [37] R101 1600 × 900 24 - 33.7 - - - 23.7 3.0
FB-Occ (16f) [16] R50 704 × 256 90 - 35.6 - - - 27.9 10.3
RenderOcc [21] Swin-B 1408 × 512 12 - 19.5 13.4 19.6 25.5 - -
BEVDetOcc [1] R50 704 × 256 90 - 29.6 23.6 30.0 35.1 - 2.6
BEVDetOcc (8f) R50 704 × 384 90 - 32.6 26.6 33.1 38.2 - 0.8
SparseOcc (8f) [19] R50 704 × 256 24 - 34.0 28.0 34.7 39.4 30.6 17.3
SparseOcc (16f) [19] R50 704 × 256 24 - 35.1 29.1 35.8 40.3 30.9 12.5

Panoptic-FlashOcc-tiny (1f) R50 704 × 256 24 - 34.8 29.1 35.7 39.7 29.1 43.9
Panoptic-FlashOcc (1f) R50 704 × 256 24 - 35.2 29.4 36.0 40.1 29.4 38.7
Panoptic-FlashOcc (2f) R50 704 × 256 24 - 36.8 31.2 37.6 41.5 30.3 35.9
Panoptic-FlashOcc (8f) R50 704 × 256 24 - 38.5 32.8 39.3 43.4 31.6 35.6

Table 2. The performance of 3D panoptic occupancy on Occ3D-nuScenes [24].

Method Backbone Input Size Epochs Vis. Mask RayPQ RayPQ1m RayPQ2m RayPQ4m FPS

SparseOcc (8f) [19] R50 704 × 256 24 - 14.1 10.2 14.5 17.6 17.3

Panoptic-FlashOcc-tiny (1f) R50 704 × 256 24 - 12.9 8.8 13.4 16.5 39.8
Panoptic-FlashOcc (1f) R50 704 × 256 24 - 13.2 9.2 13.5 16.8 35.2
Panoptic-FlashOcc (2f) R50 704 × 256 24 - 14.5 10.6 15.0 18.0 30.4
Panoptic-FlashOcc (8f) R50 704 × 256 24 - 16.0 11.9 16.3 19.7 30.2

is set to 24. AdamW [20] optimizer is adopt with weight
decay set to be 1 × 10−2, the learning rate keeps constant
as 1×10−4 except the linear warmup in first 200 iterations,
the weights of each loss in our method are set to be 1.0. The
use of camera mask is eliminated during training. FPS is
measured on NVIDIA A100 GPU (PyTorch fp32 backend).
We also provide a ”tiny” model variant where the channel
numbers in occupancy head are reducing half.

4.2. Comparison with State-of-the-art Methods

We conducted a comprehensive comparison between our
proposed Panoptic-FlashOcc and other state-of-the-art
methods on task of semantic occupancy as well as panoptic
occupancy.

The results for semantic occupancy are presented in Ta-
ble 1, where we report the metrics of RayIoU and mIoU
along with the corresponding FPS. In terms of challenging
RayIoU, Panoptic-FlashOcc-tiny (1f) outperforms all other
methods except SparseOcc (16f), achieving an impressive
43.9 FPS. Additionally, Panoptic-FlashOcc (1f) surpasses
all previous competitors with a remarkable 38.7 FPS. When
expanding the input to 2 frames, we observe notable perfor-
mance improvements, with a 1.7 increase in RayIoU com-
pared to the previous best competitor. Furthermore, by uti-
lizing 8 frames, we achieve the best performance of 38.5
RayIoU and 31.6 mIoU while maintaining a fast inference

speed of 35.6 FPS. This outperforms SparseOcc (16f) by
3.4 RayIoU, 0.7 mIoU and 23.1 FPS.

Table 2 presents a comparative analysis between
Panoptic-FlashOcc and SparseOcc in panoptic occupancy
prediction task. Panoptic-FlashOcc (2f) exhibits an ad-
vantage over SparseOcc (8f) with the improvement of 0.4
RayPQ, while maintaining a noteworthy gain of 13.1 FPS
in speed. Furthermore, when the input frames are ex-
panded to same number, Panoptic-FlashOcc (8f) outper-
forms SparseOcc (8f) by a notable margin of 1.9 RayPQ,
while maintaining a faster inference speed of 30.2 FPS.

The qualitative visualization of our method, SparseOcc,
and the ground truth for panoptic and semantic occupancy
is illustrated in Figures 3 and 4 respectively. Our method
exhibits sharper results in the case of instance objects (such
as car, bus, truck, trailer, etc.) compared to SparseOcc. In
fact, our method even outperforms the ground truth where
there are numerous gaps in the mass of vehicle and visible
driveable surface.

4.3. Ablation Study

We conduct ablative experiments to demonstrate the effi-
cacy of each component in our method. Unless otherwise
stated, all of the experiment are performed on Panoptic-
FlashOcc-tiny (1f).

Effect of Losses for Semantic Occupancy. In our se-
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mantic occupancy prediction module, distance-aware fo-
cal loss Lfl, semantic affinity loss Lsem

scal , geometry affin-
ity loss Lgeo

scal and lovasz-softmax loss Lls [28] are adopted
as the training objective to minimise the discrepancy be-
tween prediction and ground truth. We aim to determine
the crucial contributions of each component to model’s per-
formance. Table 3 presents the results. The baseline model
with Lfl achieves 18.39 RayIou and 15.39 mIoU. By in-
corporating Lsem

scal , the performance sinificantly improves
to 34.32 RayIou and 28.82 mIoU. Furthermore, by adding
Lgeo
scal, the performance further improves to 34.78 RayIou

and 29.12 mIoU. However, the inclusion of Lls only leads
to a marginal improvement, with a gain of 0.04 RayIoU and
0.02 mIoU. These findings highlight the significant contri-
bution of semantic scene completion, i.e. Lsem

scal and Lgeo
scal,

to the prediction of semantic occupancy.

Lfl Lsem
scal Lgeo

scal Lls RayIou mIoU

✓ 18.39 15.39
✓ ✓ 34.32 28.82
✓ ✓ ✓ 34.78 29.12
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 34.82 29.14

Table 3. The impact of losses in semantic occupancy prediction
module.

Comparison with Different Instance Scores Thresh-
old. As the panoptic occupancy processing module serves
as a post-processing step, we conducted an ablation study
to evaluate the impact of the parameter τ . The results are
presented in Table 4. We began by setting τ to 0.1 and ob-
served that the best performance was achieved when τ was
set to 0.3. Increasing τ beyond this value did not lead to
any further improvement in performance, as leak detection
of instance center increases. Therefore, we selected 0.3 as
the default setting for τ in our paper.

Method
τ

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

Panoptic-FlashOcc-tiny (1f) 12.59 12.80 12.89 12.62 12.08
Panoptic-FlashOcc (1f) 12.91 13.13 13.18 12.95 12.57
Panoptic-FlashOcc (2f) 14.20 14.42 14.52 14.22 13.95

Table 4. Effect of score threshold on panoptic occupancy.

Panoptic Benefits Semantic Occupancy. This study
seeks to provide empirical evidence supporting the en-
hancement of semantic occupancy capacity through the in-
clusion of a centerness head, which aggregates features en-
coded in each instance mass. To evaluate this proposition,
we conducted an experiment, the details of which are pre-
sented in Table. 5. For SparseOcc, the inclusion of the
panoptic occupancy task results in a slight degradation of
the performance of semantic occupancy, reducing it from
the baseline’s 35.0 RayIoU to 34.5 RayIoU.

Unlike SparseOcc, our efficient framework demonstrates
the ability to further enhance semantic occupancy when in-
corporating the centerness head for panoptic prediction. In
the bottom 6 rows of Table 5, we examine the impact of
panoptic occupancy on three different settings of Panoptic-
FlashOcc. Notably, the performance of semantic occupancy
improves consistently when the panoptic occupancy task is
introduced. The performance enhancement becomes more
significant when using a larger occupancy head (from 0.24
to 0.29 RayIoU and 0.31 to 0.48 mIoU) and when incor-
porating more history frames as input (from 0.29 to 0.77
RayIoU and 0.48 to 0.74 mIoU). It is worth mentioning
that Panoptic-FlashOcc (2f) outperforms SparseOcc (8f) by
1.26 RayIoU and 0.52 RayPQ, indicating that our proposed
method is a more suitable framework for occupancy predic-
tion.

Method Sem. Pano. RayIou mIou RayPQ

SparseOcc (8f) ✓ 35.0+0.00 - -
SparseOcc (8f) ✓ ✓ 34.5−0.50 14.0+0.00 -

Panoptic-FlashOcc-tiny (1f) ✓ 34.57+0.00 28.83+0.00 -
Panoptic-FlashOcc-tiny (1f) ✓ ✓ 34.81+0.24 29.14+0.31 12.89

Panoptic-FlashOcc (1f) ✓ 34.93+0.00 28.91+0.00 -
Panoptic-FlashOcc (1f) ✓ ✓ 35.22+0.29 29.39+0.48 13.18
Panoptic-FlashOcc (2f) ✓ 35.99+0.00 29.57+0.00 -
Panoptic-FlashOcc (2f) ✓ ✓ 36.76+0.77 30.31+0.74 14.52

Table 5. The impact of panoptic occupancy to semantic occupancy
in different paradigm.

5. Limitations
While our method achieves impressive performance in ur-
ban scenes and can be easily extended to semantic occu-
pancy in indoor scenes, applying panoptic occupancy to in-
door scenes requires additional effort due to the potential
overlap of many objects. One possible approach is to di-
rectly extend a new convolutional branch with a channel-
to-height operator to predict the instance centers along the
height dimension. We leave this challenge in indoor scenes
to be a focus of our future work.

6. Conclusion
This paper introduces Panoptic-FlashOcc, an efficient and
deploy-friendly framework for panoptic occupancy pre-
diction. Building upon the established FlashOcc, our
framework enhances semantic occupancy to panoptic oc-
cupancy by incorporating the centerness head and panop-
tic occupancy processing. Panoptic-FlashOcc achieves the
fastest inference speed and the highest performance among
all state-of-the-art approaches on the challenging Occ3D-
nuScenes benchmark. We hope that the proposed Panoptic-
FlashOcc can serve as a strong baseline in 3D panoptic oc-
cupancy community.
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