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ABSTRACT
The field of autonomous vehicles (AVs) predominantly leverages
multi-modal integration of LiDAR and camera data to achieve bet-
ter performance compared to using a single modality. However,
the fusion process encounters challenges in detecting distant ob-
jects due to the disparity between the high resolution of cameras
and the sparse data from LiDAR. Insufficient integration of global
perspectives with local-level details results in sub-optimal fusion
performance.To address this issue, we have developed an innova-
tive two-stage fusion process called Quantum Inverse Contextual
Vision Transformers (Q-ICVT). This approach leverages adiabatic
computing in quantum concepts to create a novel reversible vision
transformer known as the Global Adiabatic Transformer (GAT).
GAT aggregates sparse LiDAR features with semantic features in
dense images for cross-modal integration in a global form. Addi-
tionally, the Sparse Expert of Local Fusion (SELF) module maps the
sparse LiDAR 3D proposals and encodes position information of
the raw point cloud onto the dense camera feature space using a
gating point fusion approach. Our experiments show that Q-ICVT
achieves an mAPH of 82.54 for L2 difficulties on theWaymo dataset,
improving by 1.88% over current state-of-the-art fusion methods.
We also analyze GAT and SELF in ablation studies to highlight the
impact of Q-ICVT. Our code is available at Q-ICVT.

CCS CONCEPTS
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1 RELATEDWORK
LiDAR based 3D OD: LiDAR point clouds, which are typically
unordered collections of data points, can be divided into three
main types: voxel-based, point-based, and point-voxel fusion meth-
ods. Voxel-based techniques, as indicated in studies like [3, 8, 16],
convert point cloud data into voxels and then use deep sparse con-
volution layers to extract features. Point-based methods, referenced
in [3, 40], involve using stacked Multi-Layer Perceptrons (MLPs)
to process raw point cloud data and obtain point-level features.
Unlike earlier studies, recent works [10, 45] have introduced hybrid
methods that combine point and voxel-based representations for
more comprehensive feature extraction.

Multi-modal Integration for 3D OD:Integrating monocu-
lar vision with LiDAR point clouds enhances 3D object detection
[2, 18, 41, 43, 44]. Monocular systems infer 3D bounding boxes
from 2D images but lack depth information [43], addressed by es-
timating pixel-level depth [43]. Recognizing objects in 2D images
often precedes analyzing point cloud data [27, 32, 47], typically
using a two-step, object-centered fusion approach [17, 32]. Mid-
level fusion strategies, like local-global fusion methods [7, 21] and
other approaches [31, 56], combine 2D and 3D data by transferring
information across their respective backbones. However, optimal
alignment between camera and LiDAR features remains a major
challenge [21]. Additionally, maintaining matching camera char-
acteristics becomes complex when numerous LiDAR points are
combined within a single 3D voxel [7]. To address this challenge,
we have introduced a novel two-stage fusion method, known as
Q-ICVT. Our main contributions are defined as follows:

• We introduce an adiabatic computing-inspired transformer,
GAT, to align sparse voxelized features with dense image
features in a global context.

• We develop the sparse attention of gating experts, SELF, to
achieve local fusion between RoI features and dense image
features.
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Figure 1: Q-ICVT Pipeline: We have introduced two novel fusion blocks from extracted sparse LiDAR features (𝐺𝑉 ) and dense
image data (𝐺𝐼 ). GAT is designed based on the adiabatic computing concept to match between the two modalities by global
pointwise attention. Similarly, in SELF, the voxelized local RoI proposal feature(𝐺𝐿) is combined with a gating mechanism with
𝐺𝐼 at the local-level fusion.

2 METHODOLOGY
LiDAR and Image Feature Estimation Let’s define the multi-
modal input-output sequences as {(I𝑗 , 𝐿𝑗 ), (I( 𝑗−1) , 𝐿( 𝑗−1) ), . . .} for
simplicity. Each input sequence at the 𝑗-th step consists of two types
of data: LiDAR, referred to as 𝐿𝑗 , and a camera image, represented
by 𝑥 ∈ I𝑗 ∈ R𝐻×𝑊 ×3. The raw LiDAR point cloud for the 𝑗-th in-
put is denoted as 𝐿𝑗 → Q𝑟𝑎𝑤

𝑗
, with Q𝑟𝑎𝑤

𝑗
= (U𝑝 ,V𝑝 ,W𝑝 ,G𝑝 )𝑁𝑝=1,

where 𝑁 represents the total number of points. Our objective is to
design a robust local-global fusion integration to obtain adequate
performance. The input point cloud data from the 𝑗 − 𝑡ℎ position
(Q) is converted into a voxelized representation with the coordi-
nates 𝑈 ×𝑉 ×𝑊 ×𝐶𝑉 ; this representation is represented by the
symbol 𝐺𝑉 . The calculation of voxel features involves the mean
value of point-wise features applied to non-empty voxels [7, 21].
The farthest point sampling (FPS) technique is employed for de-
termining critical points [38]. This results in the generation of K
crucial points (𝐺K

𝑉
), where K is defined as 4096 for WOD. Then,

the average of attributes from each point within the voxel is com-
puted to characterize non-empty voxels, such as three-dimensional
coordinates and reflectance values. Following this, a sequence of
3 × 3 × 3 3D sparse convolutions [39] are performed on the feature
volumes of the point cloud. This results in the downsampling of
spatial resolutions by 1×, 2×, 4×, and 8×, respectively. Following
that, hierarchical intra-voxel regions (RoI) are obtained using a re-
gion proposal network [7, 21, 39] to generate initial bounding box
proposals. Consequently, the sparse LiDAR feature is represented
as 𝐺𝑉 ∈ R𝐻𝑉 ×𝑊𝑉 ×𝐶𝑉 . Similarly, dense semantic image features
𝐺𝐼 ∈ R𝐻𝐼 ×𝑊𝐼 ×𝐶𝐼 are obtained using a 2D detector [25, 35].

2.1 Adiabatic computing in GAT
In the context of vision transformers [13, 55], the main goal is to uti-
lize the reversibility of adiabatic processes [4, 20, 33, 34] to improve
the global context and effectively handle the interaction between

two modalities: LiDAR point cloud (𝐺𝑉 ∈ R𝐻𝑉 ×𝑊𝑉 ×𝐶𝑉 ) and image
data (𝐺𝐼 ∈ R𝐻𝐼 ×𝑊𝐼 ×𝐶𝐼 ). In order to assess the reversibility pro-
cess, both forward and backward transformations were conducted
between two distinct feature modalities. One modality was repre-
sented in a sparse form using LiDAR, while the other modality was
represented in a dense form retrieved from the input image .

Let us consider a reversible block in a transformer layer, as il-
lustrated in Figure 1. The GAT module is capable of effectively
handling sparse and dense modalities through forward and reverse
mechanisms [12]. To attain this objective, we first consider the
forward transition through linear projection data as a global query
[13] with key-value pair matching. These forward mechanism trans-
former blocks help retain not only the focus on the central forward
points around the voxelized sparse feature (𝐺𝑉 ), but also iden-
tify affine matrices within the dense image (𝐺𝐼 ). Unlike existing
methods [21, 28], the global spatial resolution around the voxelized
LiDAR point feature (𝐺𝑉 ) does not guarantee a comprehensive
sense of the dense image feature (𝐺𝐼 ). Therefore, we also introduce
another reversible transformer block for query-key-value match-
ing of the voxelized LiDAR feature [29], which will be considered
as the backward transition of the matrix. Therefore, the forward
transformation block in GAT is defined as follows:

Y𝑓 = F (𝐺𝐼 ) (1)

where F ∈ R𝐻𝐼 ×𝑊𝐼 ×𝐶𝐼 is the forward transformer block [14].
Here,Q,K,V ∈ 𝐺𝐼 and we use layer normalization in between the
query-key-value matching [13]. Similarly, the backward transfor-
mation for the voxelized LiDAR feature is represented as follows:

Y𝑟 = F −1 (𝐺𝑉 ) (2)

where F −1 ∈ R𝐻𝑉 ×𝑊𝑉 ×𝐶𝑉 is the backward transformer block [14].
Here, Q,K,V ∈ 𝐺𝑉 , and we use layer normalization similar to
the forward path [29]. To accumulate the dimension matching, we
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concatenate the matrix transition through a linear layer. Therefore,
we concatenate the forward and reverse blocks in GAT using the⊕

operation. Finally, the GAT model is obtained as follows:

𝐺𝑉 𝐼 = G(Y𝑓
⊕

Y𝑟 ) (3)

where
⊕

denotes the concatenation operation. 𝐺𝑉 𝐼 ∈ R𝐻𝐼 ×𝑊𝐼 ×𝐶𝐼

ensures that the original dense image feature (𝐺𝐼 ) can be retrieved.

2.2 Sparse Expert of Local Fusion (SELF)
To achieve local-level fusion, we introduce Sparse Expert fusion
for voxelized LiDAR data. A region proposal network [7, 21, 39]
generates initial bounding box suggestions (𝑃 = {𝑃1, 𝑃2, . . . , 𝑃𝑛})
based on multi-level voxel features (𝐺𝑉 ). The multi-level voxel
features of RoI are defined by 𝐺𝐿 . We adopt the Mixture of Experts
(MoE) [36, 37] model, known for capturing long dependencies in
heterogeneous sequence datasets [6, 11, 50], for sparse RoI LiDAR
features (𝐺𝐿) and dense image features (𝐺𝐼 ). This robust framework
leverages specialized sub-models or "experts," each optimized for
different input subsets. We extend two separate gating networks
(A gating network determines the weights for each expert),𝐺𝑁L (.)
for LiDAR and 𝐺𝑁I (.) for image data, to determine the weights for
each gating networks. For a given LiDAR input 𝐺L and an image
input 𝐺I, the outputs of both modalities are computed as:

𝑦𝐿 =

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐺𝑁𝐿𝑖 (𝐺𝐿)𝐸𝐿𝑖 (𝐺𝐿) (4)

𝑦𝐼 =

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐺𝑁𝐼𝑖 (𝐺𝐼 )𝐸𝐼𝑖 (𝐺𝐼 ) (5)

where,𝑦𝐿 and𝑦𝐼 are each gatingmechanism outputs for eachmodal-
ities passing through by selecting by expert networks. 𝑁 numbers
of experts for each modalities. Therefore, the gating network(𝐺𝑁 )
is defined as follows,

𝐺𝑁 (𝑥) = Softmax(TopK(H𝑤 (𝑥), 𝑘)) (6)

where, H𝑤 (𝑥) is the individual gating function that can be repre-
sented by the parametric weight 𝑤 , H𝑤 (𝑥) = Ψ(Softplus (𝑥 · 𝛿)),
where 𝛿 is the noise [24].
𝐸 (.) is an expert network function that will choose top 𝐾 val-

ues. Therefore, selecting Top𝐾 experts from 𝐸 (.) is represented as
follows [5],

{𝐸𝐿/𝐼 ,𝑘 }𝑁𝑘=1 =
{
𝐸𝐿/𝐼 , 𝑗 if 𝑗 ∈ argmax1:𝐾 {𝐺𝑁𝐿/𝐼 , 𝑗 }𝑁𝑗=1
−∞ otherwise

(7)

These dual-gating mechanism (Equ. 7 and Equ. 6)allows the
model to independently assess and integrate the specific character-
istics of each modality. By doing so, the model can more effectively
capture the complementary information provided by LiDAR and
image data. The final fused output 𝑦 is then derived by combining
𝑦L and 𝑦I through a subsequent fusion network F:

𝑦 = F(𝑦𝐿, 𝑦𝐼 ) (8)

where F can be easily obtained through an embedding function.
This method fuses distinct data types to boost multimodal task
performance.

3 EXPERIMENTAL VALIDATION
3.1 Dataset Details
WOD achieves excellent performance in 3D object detection bench-
marks, thanks to its extensive dataset consisting of more than
200,000 frames, 1,150 sequences, and a combination of LiDAR, im-
ages [42]. The dataset comprises 798 training sequences, 202 valida-
tion sequences, and 150 testing sequences. The detection range is 75
meters, and the coverage area is 150 meters by 150 meters. We eval-
uate models using Average Precision (AP) and Average Precision
weighted by Heading (APH) as described in [21, 42]. We include
results for both LEVEL_1 (L1) and LEVEL_2 (L2) difficulty items,
offering a thorough assessment and comparison of the models’
performance.

3.2 Evolution of WOD performance
The detailed performance of Q-ICVT, both single and ensemble
variants, on theWOD test and validation sets is presented in Table 1
and Table 2. According to Table 1, Q-ICVT excels, surpassing other
leading methods in both L1 and L2 difficulty levels. Compared
to LoGoNet [21], Q-ICVT shows significant gains, especially in
L2 difficulty with a 1.24 increase in APH value, achieved without
ensemble techniques. Specifically, the non-ensemble version of Q-
ICVT outperforms LoGoNet [21] by 1.22 AP/L1, 1.14 APH/L1, 1.15
AP/L2, and 0.80 APH/L2 for vehicles; 1.12 AP/L1, 1.38 APH/L1,
1.34 AP/L2, and 1.56 APH/L2 for pedestrians; and 1.80 AP/L1, 1.08
APH/L1, 0.98 AP/L2, and 1.35 APH/L2 for cyclists, leading to a total
improvement of 1.24 mAPH/L2.The ensemble version of Q-ICVT
also surpasses LoGoNet-Ens [21] with differences of 0.88 AP/L1,
1.11 APH/L1, 1.29 AP/L2, and 0.97 APH/L2 for vehicles; 0.03 AP/L1,
0.47 APH/L1, 1.65 AP/L2, and 2.54 APH/L2 for pedestrians; and
1.61 AP/L1, 1.85 APH/L1, 1.48 AP/L2, and 1.06 APH/L2 for cyclists,
resulting in an overall improvement of 1.52 mAPH/L2.

Table 2 presents an extensive comparison of model performance
for 3D object detection on the WOD validation set. Remarkably,
Q-ICVT shows substantial advancements across various difficulty
levels. For L1 difficulty, it surpasses the validation results of Lo-
GoNet [21] on WOD by 2.91 AP/L1, 2.24 APH/L1, 5.48 AP/L2, and
3.99 APH/L2 for vehicles; 2.70 AP/L1, 2.80 APH/L1, 3.71 AP/L2,
and 2.36 APH/L2 for pedestrians; and 2.96 AP/L1, 2.77 APH/L1,
2.27 AP/L2, and 1.66 APH/L2 for cyclists, resulting in an overall
improvement of 2.67 mAPH/L2. These improvements highlight Q-
ICVT proficiency in accurately detecting all classes, emphasizing
the effectiveness of multi-modal feature alignment in enhancing
3D object detection.

4 ABLATION STUDIES ONWOD
Influence of each component. Table 3 highlights the effects of
individual components on L2 difficulty in the QICVT WOD test set.
When only the Global Adiabatic Transformer (GAT) is used without
the Sparse Expert of Local Fusion (SELF), performance decreases to
79.56 for vehicles, 80.12 for pedestrians, and 78.97 for cyclists. This
drop is due to the limitations of the SELF component, which fails to
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Table 1: Evaluation of Model Performance for 3D Detection on the WOD Test Set. In this table, ‘L’ represents LiDAR sensors, ‘I’
represents camera sensors, ‘TTA’ stands for test-time augmentation, and ‘Ens’ denotes ensemble model outputs, marked by #.

Method Modality ALL (mAPH) VEH (AP/APH) PED (AP/APH) CYC (AP/APH)
L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2

Q-ICVT Ens (ours) # L+I 82.54 (+1.52) 89.21/88.98 83.46/82.69 89.01/86.43 85.92/83.82 84.71/84.01 82.41/81.12
LoGoNet Ens# [21] L+I 81.02 88.33/87.87 82.17/81.72 88.98/85.96 84.27/81.28 83.10/82.16 80.93/80.06
BEVFusion TTA# [26] L+I 79.97 87.96/87.58 81.29/80.92 87.64/85.04 82.19/79.65 82.53/81.67 80.17/79.33
LidarMultiNet TTA# [53] L 79.94 87.64/87.26 80.73/80.36 87.75/85.07 82.48/79.86 82.77/81.84 80.50/79.59
MPPNet Ens# [3] L 79.60 87.77/87.37 81.33/80.93 87.92/85.15 82.86/80.14 80.74/79.90 78.54/77.73
MT-Net Ens# [1] L 78.45 87.11/86.69 80.52/80.11 86.50/83.55 80.95/78.08 80.50/79.43 78.22/77.17
DeepFusion Ens# [22] L+I 78.41 86.45/86.09 79.43/79.09 86.14/83.77 80.88/78.57 80.53/79.80 78.29/77.58
AFDetV2 Ens# [16] L 77.64 85.80/85.41 78.71/78.34 85.22/82.16 79.71/76.75 81.20/80.30 78.70/77.83
INT Ens# [48] L 77.21 85.63/85.23 79.12/78.73 84.97/81.87 79.35/76.36 79.76/78.65 77.62/76.54
HoriLiDAR3D Ens# [9] L+I 77.11 85.09/84.68 78.23/77.83 85.03/82.10 79.32/76.50 79.73/78.78 77.91/76.98
Q-ICVT (ours) L+I 78.34 (+1.24) 87.73/87.24 80.84/80.10 87.96/85.53 82.89/80.47 77.86/76.33 74.87/74.45
LoGoNet [21] L+I 77.10 86.51/86.10 79.69/79.30 86.84/84.15 81.55/78.91 76.06/75.25 73.89/73.10
BEVFusion [26] L+I 76.33 84.97/84.55 77.88/77.48 84.72/81.97 79.06/76.41 78.49/77.54 76.00/75.09
CenterFormer [57] L 76.29 85.36/84.94 78.68/78.28 85.22/82.48 80.09/77.42 76.21/75.32 74.04/73.17
MPPNet [3] L 75.67 84.27/83.88 77.29/76.91 84.12/81.52 78.44/75.93 77.11/76.36 74.91/74.18
DeepFusion [22] L+I 75.54 83.25/82.82 76.11/75.69 84.63/81.80 79.16/76.40 77.81/76.82 75.47/74.51

Table 2: Comparative Performance Analysis on the Waymo Validation Set for 3D Vehicle Detection (IoU = 0.7), Pedestrian
Detection (IoU = 0.5), and Cyclist Detection (IoU = 0.5). PV-RCNN [38] is our baseline model.

Method Modality ALL (mAPH) VEH (AP/APH) PED (AP/APH) CYC (AP/APH)
L2 L1 L2 L1 L2 L1 L2

SECOND [49] L 57.23 72.27/71.69 63.85/63.33 68.70/58.18 60.72/51.31 60.62/59.28 58.34/57.05
PointPillars [19] L 57.53 71.60/71.00 63.10/62.50 70.60/56.70 62.90/50.20 64.40/62.30 61.90/59.90
LiDAR-RCNN [23] L 60.10 73.50/73.00 64.70/64.20 71.20/58.70 63.10/51.70 68.60/66.90 66.10/64.40
CenterPoint[54] L 65.46 - -/66.20 - -/62.60 - -/67.60
PointAugmenting [46] L+I 66.70 67.4/- 62.7/- 75.04/- 70.6/- 76.29/- 74.41/-
Pyramid-PV [30] L - 76.30/75.68 67.23/66.68 - - - -
PDV [15] L 64.25 76.85/76.33 69.30/68.81 74.19/65.96 65.85/58.28 68.71/67.55 66.49/65.36
Graph-RCNN [51] L 70.91 80.77/80.28 72.55/72.10 82.35/76.64 74.44/69.02 75.28/74.21 72.52/71.49
3D-MAN [52] L - 74.50/74.00 67.60/67.10 71.70/67.70 62.60/59.00 - -
Centerformer [57] L 73.70 78.80/78.30 74.30/73.80 82.10/79.30 77.80/75.00 75.20/74.40 73.20/72.30
DeepFusion [22] L+I - 80.60/80.10 72.90/72.40 85.80/83.00 78.70/76.00 - -
MPPNet [3] L 74.22 81.54/81.06 74.07/73.61 84.56/81.94 77.20/74.67 77.15/76.50 75.01/74.38
MPPNet [3] L 74.85 82.74/82.28 75.41/74.96 84.69/82.25 77.43/75.06 77.28/76.66 75.13/74.52
LoGoNet [21] L+I 75.54 83.21/82.72 75.84/75.38 85.80/83.14 78.97/76.33 78.58/77.79 75.67/74.91
Baseline[38] L 63.33 77.51/76.89 68.98/68.41 75.01/65.65 66.04/57.61 67.81/66.35 65.39/63.98
Q-ICVT (ours) L+I 78.21 (+14.88) 86.12/84.96 81.32/79.37 88.50/85.94 82.68/78.69 81.54/80.56 77.94/76.57

achieve optimal fusion despite integrating voxel RoI features into
the GAT module. The exclusion of GAT leads to an even greater
decline in performance: 78.27 for vehicles, 79.51 for pedestrians,
and 77.34 for cyclists. Therefore, even though local fusion centroids
are closer to the image surface, voxel point centroids are not able
to provide dense image feature information, diminishing the effec-
tiveness of global cross-modal fusion. Combining both GAT and
SELF components results in significant performance improvements,
with scores of 82.69 for vehicles, 83.82 for pedestrians, and 81.12
for cyclists, underscoring the importance of both components for
optimal performance.

5 CONCLUSION
We introduced QICVT, a 3D multi-modal object detection method
based on transformers, consisting of two key components: GAT
and SELF. These components were designed to capture both local
and global dependencies, thereby enhancing the efficacy of 3D

Table 3: Each component’s effect on L2 difficulty in the Q-
ICVTWOD test set

Components APH (L2)
GAT SELF VEH PED CYC
✓ 79.56 80.12 78.97

✓ 78.27 79.51 77.34
✓ ✓ 82.69 83.82 81.12

detection at both short and long distances. To determine the efficacy
of QICVT, we conducted comprehensive experiments on the WOD
benchmark datasets. QICVT demonstrated its efficacy in multi-
modal object detection by achieving competitive performance when
compared to state-of-the-art methods. In addition, we conducted
comprehensive ablation experiments to compare the effect of each
proposed component on QICVT’s performance.
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