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Abstract

Bird’s eye view (BEV)-based 3D perception plays a cru-
cial role in autonomous driving applications. The rise of
large language models has spurred interest in BEV-based
captioning to understand object behavior in the surround-
ing environment. However, existing approaches treat per-
ception and captioning as separate tasks, focusing on the
performance of only one task and overlooking the potential
benefits of multimodal alignment. To bridge this gap be-
tween modalities, we introduce MTA, a novel multimodal
task alignment framework that boosts both BEV percep-
tion and captioning. MTA consists of two key compo-
nents: (1) BEV-Language Alignment (BLA), a contextual
learning mechanism that aligns the BEV scene represen-
tations with ground-truth language representations, and
(2) Detection-Captioning Alignment (DCA), a cross-modal
prompting mechanism that aligns detection and caption-
ing outputs. MTA seamlessly integrates into state-of-the-
art baselines during training, adding no extra computa-
tional complexity at runtime. Extensive experiments on the
nuScenes and TOD3Cap datasets show that MTA signifi-
cantly outperforms state-of-the-art baselines in both tasks,
achieving a 10.7% improvement in challenging rare per-
ception scenarios and a 9.2% improvement in captioning.
These results underscore the effectiveness of unified align-
ment in reconciling BEV-based perception and captioning.

1. Introduction

3D perception is a fundamental and crucial task for em-
bodied Al applications such as robotics and autonomous
driving [5, 14]. Among 3D perception methods, bird’s eye
view (BEV)-based methods have recently gained significant
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attention, particularly in the context of autonomous driv-
ing tasks [10, 11, 15, 40]. Unlike monocular frameworks
which process each camera view separately, BEV provides
a unified representation of a given scene by fusing informa-
tion from multi-view camera images or other sensory inputs
such as LiDAR scans [20, 24]. The generated BEV repre-
sentations serve as the primary source of information for
solving downstream autonomous driving tasks such as de-
tection and tracking.

In recent years, transformer-based BEV methods have
shown rapid progress, enabling the extraction of spatio-
temporally holistic representations of the surrounding en-
vironment from multi-view camera images [20, 44]. These
rich representations have facilitated achieving state-of-the-
art 3D perception performance. The rise of foundation mod-
els, such as multimodal large language models (MLLMs)
has led to the emergence of research on explainability and
understanding of 3D scenes [26, 29, 34, 43]. This task is
manifested as a captioning task which aims to describe the
localization, context, and behavior of objects in the scene in
the form of natural language. 3D captioning has been ex-
tensively investigated for various indoor applications [7, 8]
and has more recently been extended to outdoor applica-
tions such as perception task in autonomous driving [16].
BEV-based 3D captioning extracts information from BEV
and task heads such as 3D detection and uses it as the con-
dition for caption generation.

While there is an increasing number of research studies
on BEV perception and captioning tasks, the joint align-
ment between modalities, which aims to enhance the per-
formance of both modality tasks, has not been properly ad-
dressed. In particular, one stream of works focuses on BEV-
based detection without considering the captioning perfor-
mance [20], while another stream of works focuses on cap-
tioning performance without reporting performance on per-
ception tasks such as 3D detection [16]. However, these
two tasks are not disjoint and can complement each other
by enforcing multimodal alignment strategies that have the



potential to significantly advance the field of 3D perception
and captioning in autonomous driving applications.

To bridge this gap, we introduce MTA, a multimodal
task alignment approach for BEV perception and caption-
ing. The proposed MTA approach presents two mechanisms
for alignment, namely BEV-Language Alignment (BLA)
and Detection-Captioning Alignment (DCA). BLA intro-
duces a multimodal contextual learning mechanism that in-
corporates ground-truth caption representations to learn the
alignment between the BEV visual representations of the
scene and the natural language-based scene understanding.
Rather than relying solely on the language modeling objec-
tive, BLA provides additional supervision by aligning the
BEV-based contextual object queries with corresponding
ground-truth linguistic representations obtained from pre-
trained text encoders. DCA, on the other hand, aims to ex-
plicitly promote consistency between the perception outputs
from the visual branch and captioning outputs from the lan-
guage branch. It introduces a cross-modal prompting mech-
anism that encourages the MLLM to generate captions that
are coherent with the predicted bounding boxes and class
labels. DCA goes beyond relying solely on the gradients
from single modality objectives (detection loss or language
modeling loss) to optimize the task heads or the MLLM.

MTA is a flexible framework that can be seamlessly in-
tegrated into existing BEV-based perception and caption-
ing frameworks. Additionally, the proposed MTA mod-
ules are only used during training time to enforce align-
ment between modalities. Thus, MTA does not require
any architectural changes or introduce any additional com-
putational overhead during inference time, which is very
critical for downstream tasks such as autonomous driv-
ing. In this paper, we evaluate the importance of MTA on
the state-of-the-art frameworks using the challenging large-
scale nuScenes [2] and TOD3Cap datasets [16]. Experi-
mental results show that MTA outperforms the previous best
baseline on both perception and captioning tasks. In par-
ticular, MTA provides an improvement of 4.9% and 9.2%
in terms of perception and captioning metrics, respectively,
over the corresponding state-of-the-art baseline. Moreover,
qualitative results further confirm the quantitative findings,
demonstrating that MTA not only achieves superior perfor-
mance metrics but also reduces the occurrence of halluci-
nated captions, which is a fundamental factor for safety-
critical applications like autonomous driving. Our main
contributions can be summarized as follows:

* We propose MTA, a novel multimodal task alignment
framework that bridges the gap between BEV-based per-
ception and captioning tasks.

e MTA introduces two novel alignment modules, BEV-
Language Alignment (BLA) and Detection-Captioning
Alignment (DCA), which enforce alignment through
multimodal contextual learning and cross-modal prompt-

ing mechanisms, respectively.

* MTA seamlessly integrates into existing architectures and
does not introduce any additional computational overhead
during inference, as both of the MTA components are
only active during training.

» Extensive experiments on the challenging nuScenes and
TOD3Cap datasets demonstrate that MTA consistently
outperforms state-of-the-art methods and in both percep-
tion and captioning tasks.

2. Related Work
2.1. BEV Perception

In recent years, BEV frameworks have utilized trans-
former architectures that generate high-quality BEV feature
maps [20, 22, 24, 42, 44, 45]. Among these works, BEV-
Former has unraveled a new era in BEV perception by fus-
ing information from multi-view camera images both spa-
tially and temporally to acquire a spatio-temporally holistic
representation of the scene [20]. Another notable work in
this domain is BEVFusion, which presents a framework to
fuse BEV feature maps from both camera and LiDAR sen-
sors for efficient and robust BEV perception [24]. These ad-
vancements in BEV perception have laid the foundation for
a more comprehensive understanding of 3D environments
in autonomous driving applications.

2.2. 3D Captioning

3D captioning aims to provide natural language descrip-
tions of the localization and behavior of objects in a given
scene. Recently, the field of 3D captioning has witnessed
significant progress, thanks to the rapid emergence of multi-
modal large language models and the release of many public
datasets, primarily for indoor applications [6—8]. These ad-
vancements have prompted the embodied Al community to
collect 3D captioning datasets and develop 3D captioning
frameworks for outdoor applications such as autonomous
driving [27, 32, 38]. A notable work in this direction
is TOD3Cap [16], which has released a large captioning
dataset for autonomous driving and proposed a framework
for BEV-based 3D dense captioning. This framework uti-
lizes information from BEV and 3D perception outputs as
inputs to an MLLM for generating captions.

Despite these advancements in BEV perception and 3D
captioning, there remains a significant gap in jointly opti-
mizing and aligning these two modalities to enhance the
performance of both tasks, which we aim to address in this
study through the proposed MTA framework.

2.3. Vision-Language Models

Vision-language models, trained on massive internet-scale
data, have shown strong promise in learning good repre-
sentations for downstream tasks. Pioneering works such as
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Figure 1. Overview of proposed multimodal task alignment (MTA) framework. MTA enables joint performance improvement for
BEYV perception and dense captioning tasks through BEV-Language Alignment (BLA) and Detection-Captioning Alignment (DCA) mech-
anisms. In particular, BLA is a contextual learning mechanism to reconcile BEV scene representation with language-based scene under-
standing, and DCA is a cross-modal prompting mechanism to promote consistency between detection and captioning outputs. The MTA is
trained end-to-end with a combination of task-specific losses (detection and captioning losses), along with the BLA and DCA objectives.

CLIP [33], ALIGN [13], and Florence [4 1, 46] pretrain mul-
timodal models on millions to billions of image-text pairs,
showing strong zero-shot performance on various tasks like
image classification and retrieval. Subsequent works have
proposed strategies, such as prompting to efficiently adapt
VLMs to new domains and datasets [ 17, 49]. More recently,
VLMs have been explored in BEV-based autonomous driv-
ing applications, where they have been either used for scene
understanding [4, 21, 30] or for improving the performance
of autonomous driving tasks such as perception and plan-
ning [12, 18, 28, 35, 36]. Unlike previous methods, MTA
emphasizes improving alignment between vision and lan-
guage modalities to jointly enhance BEV perception and
captioning tasks.

3. Methodology

Overview. The overall framework of multimodal task
alignment (MTA), which strengthens the alignment be-
tween BEV perception and captioning tasks to achieve
state-of-the-art performance on both tasks, is illustrated in
Fig. 1. The methodology section is outlined as follows.
In Sec. 3.1, we provide a background on BEV percep-
tion and captioning tasks. In Sec. 3.2 and Sec. 3.3, we
provide details of the proposed MTA alignment mecha-
nisms, namely BEV-Language Alignment and Detection-
Captioning Alignment. Finally, in Sec. 3.4, we provide the
overall loss function for training the MTA framework.

3.1. Preliminaries

BEV Perception Module. The BEV perception module
D processes sensory inputs such as camera, LiDAR, or
both, to obtain a unified top-down representation of the
surrounding environment. In the context of given camera
sensors, multi-view camera images are processed through
a backbone to obtain multi-view camera features. Subse-
quently, the resulting perspective-view features are fed into
BEV encoders such as BEVformer, which lift these im-
age features into BEV space by spatio-temporally fusing
them [20].

Subsequently, the generated BEV feature maps are fed
into a downstream task head, such as a transformer decoder
for 3D detection [39]. Due to a lack of ground-truth BEV
maps, BEV perception is trained end-to-end with the objec-
tive of minimizing the task head loss function. The evalua-
tion performance of the task head serves as a proxy for the
quality of BEV perception.

BEV Captioning Module. The BEV captioning module
G aims to generate natural language descriptions of the lo-
calization and behavior of objects in the scene. It takes the
BEYV perception outputs, such as the BEV feature map and
object proposals from the task head, as input. A relation
query transformer (Q-Former) is generally employed to ex-
tract and transfer contextual information from the BEV per-
ception to language space [16, 19, 38]. Formally, the Q-
Former maps the embedding for each detected object to the



language space as follows:
d;, = Q; ([di—1, F®))

where |-, -] denotes the concatenation operation, dy repre-
sents the detection embeddings from the detection head,
FBEV is the BEV feature map from the BEV encoder, L
is the total number of transformer blocks in the Q-Former.
The refined object queries are then projected into the la-
tent dimension of the MLLM using a multilayer perceptron
(MLP): q = ®%(d ), where q denotes the projected queries
and ®" is the MLP. The MLLM takes the projected queries
q and a language prompt p as input and generates captions
for each object. Formally, the MLLM models the condi-
tional probability of generating a language output sequence
o given the multimodal input:

i:172a"'7L (D

PI‘(Olp, q) = H Pr(0i|0<ia P, q) (2)
i=1
where n is the number of output tokens, and o.; denotes
the previous tokens. The captioning module is efficiently
trained by minimizing the language modeling loss L. 5s us-
ing adapters [48].

3.2. BEV-Language Alignment

Our goal is to bridge the gap between the BEV-based scene
representation used for 3D detection and the language-
based scene understanding and reasoning capabilities of
the MLLM. However, off-the-shelf MLLMs cannot directly
comprehend and reason on BEV features, as they have
not been exposed to such representations during their pre-
training phase. Furthermore, the alignment gap between
BEV features and the MLLM’s language space is more pro-
nounced compared to the visual tokens used in general-
domain MLLMs [9].

To address this challenge, we introduce a novel BEV-
Language Alignment (BLA) module that explicitly aligns
the BEV perception features, which encompass visual con-
textual information for each object, with their correspond-
ing ground-truth linguistic representations. By aligning the
Q-Former’s visual BEV features with ground-truth caption-
ing features, we strengthen the alignment between the BEV
perception and captioning modules, enabling the MLLM to
better comprehend and reason over the BEV representation.

Formally, the BLA module operates as follows. Given a
ground-truth caption o, we compute its text embedding us-
ing a pretrained CLIP text encoder 7 [33]. We then extract
the projected Q-Former features ®(qy), where q, repre-
sents the hidden states from the ¢-th layer of the Q-Former,
and ®Q is a trainable projection head parameterized as an
MLP. The alignment is enforced using a mean squared er-
ror loss formulated as:

LpLa (9, Q1) = || 2%Uar) — T(O)HE : (3)

Conceptually, the BLA-enhanced Q-Former can be
viewed as a two-stage process. In the first stage (before
the /-th layer), the Q-Former focuses on learning a context-
aware representation of the object queries by attending to
the BEV features. This stage allows the Q-Former to cap-
ture the spatio-temporal relationships and semantics en-
coded in the BEV representation with direct representation-
based supervision. In the second stage (from the ¢-th layer
onwards), the Q-Former maps the object query features into
an MLLM-aligned space, making them more amenable to
the MLLM’s language-based reasoning capabilities.

3.3. Detection-Captioning Alignment

In current BEV-based perception and captioning frame-
works, the 3D detection and captioning tasks are typically
optimized independently, which may lead to suboptimal
performance and a lack of coherence between the predicted
bounding boxes and the generated captions. To address
this limitation, we further propose a Detection-Captioning
Alignment (DCA) module that aims to bridge the gap be-
tween the detection and captioning outputs. The main chal-
lenge here lies in the significant discrepancy between the
modalities of the detection labels (class labels and bound-
ing box coordinates) and the captioning logits (language to-
kens). Directly aligning these outputs can lead to a perfor-
mance drop in both tasks.

We tackle this challenge by introducing a cross-modal
prompting approach. We define a set of NV learnable prompt
tokens P = {p1,...,pn} € RV*P that serves as a shared
embedding space for aligning the detection and captioning
outputs. Formally, let ¢ and b denote the class labels and
bounding box coordinates from the detection head, respec-
tively. We project the concatenated detection outputs into
the cross-modal prompt space via attention pooling:

Xaer = [@C‘S(é), <I>b°X(B)} (4)

Paet = EN ( P (Xue 1) >p‘ (5)
et — 1
>0 exp (xge, - Py)

i=1

where ®() denotes trainable projection heads parameter-
ized as MLPs.

Similarly, we project the captioning logits into the same
prompt space:

L& e (@) w)
Peap = ; >N exp ((«pcap(é))T , pj)

pi (6

where 0 represents the captioning logits from the MLLM.
Finally, to enforce alignment between the prompt-aligned
detection and captioning embeddings, we employ the CLIP
contrastive loss [33]:



Lpca(D,G) = Leup (Pdets Peap) - (7N

By minimizing Lpca, we encourage the detection and cap-
tioning outputs to be aligned in the shared prompt space.

The DCA module enhances the BLA module by explic-
itly enforcing consistency between the primary outputs of
the perception and captioning branches. By incorporating
both alignment mechanisms, our proposed framework at-
tains a more comprehensive understanding of the 3D scene
and enables more accurate caption generation grounded in
the detected objects.

3.4. Training

The final loss function for training the proposed MTA
framework is a weighted combination of the detection loss
Lper, the language modeling loss £y, the BEV-language
alignment loss Lppa, and the detection-captioning align-
ment loss Lpca:

Lyta = oLpgr + BLim + M Lpra + A2Lpca  (8)

By default, we do not tune and set («, 8) = (10, 1) fol-
lowing [16], and set (A1, A2) = (1,1072) to ensure a bal-
anced magnitude.

4. Experiments and Results

We conduct a comprehensive evaluation of the proposed
MTA framework, demonstrating its effectiveness in im-
proving both 3D dense captioning and detection perfor-
mance through novel alignment mechanisms. The ex-
perimental setup, including datasets, evaluation metrics,
and implementation details, is described in Sec. 4.1. In
Sec. 4.2, we compare MTA’s performance against the base-
line TOD3Cap network and other state-of-the-art methods,
along with qualitative results. Finally, Sec. 4.3 presents ab-
lation studies to validate MTA’s alignment components.

4.1. Experimental Set-up

Datasets. We conduct comprehensive experiments on the
nuScenes [2] and TOD3Cap [16] datasets. NuScenes is a
widely used benchmark in autonomous driving, containing
700 training and 150 validation scenes. Each scene is cap-
tured for a duration of ~20s using six cameras covering the
entire 360-degree field of view, with key samples annotated
at 2Hz. The detection task contains 1.4M annotated bound-
ing boxes from 10 object categories. The TOD3Cap dataset
extends nuScenes with dense language captioning annota-
tions, providing approximately 2.3M language descriptions,
with an average of 2.7K descriptions per scene.

Perception Metrics. For the BEV perception task, we
report the standard 3D object detection metrics within
the nuScenes dataset, including: mean Average Precision

(mAP), Average Translation Error (ATE), Average Scale
Error (ASE), Average Orientation Error (AOE), Average
Velocity Error (AVE), Average Attribute Error (AAE), and
nuScenes Detection Score (NDS). More details on detec-
tion metrics can be found in [2]. The reported results are
calculated using the validation split for all experiments.

Captioning Metrics. For the BEV captioning task, we re-
port the m@IoU=k metric [8]. Let (b;,0;) denote each
ground-truth box-caption pair, where b; and o; are the
bounding box coordinates and the caption for the i-th ob-
ject, respectively. The predicted box-caption pair is denoted
as (Bi, 0;). The m@IoU=Fk metric is formulated as:

m@loU=k = ;vém(éi,oi) 1 {IoU (Bi, bi) > k:} :

where [V indicates the number of ground-truth objects, and
m denotes the standard image captioning metrics, including
BLEU-4 [31], METEOR [1], Rouge [23], and CIDEr [37],
abbreviated as B-4, M, R, and C, respectively. 1 represents
the indicator function that is set to 1 if the IoU value for the
i-th box is bigger than the threshold &, otherwise 0.

Implementation Details. For model configurations, we
follow the set-up in TOD3Cap [16] unless otherwise spec-
ified. We note that MTA shares the same architecture
as TOD3Cap, with the exception of our proposed BLA
and DCA mechanisms. We employ the commonly used
BEVFormer-tiny [20] as the pretrained BEV perception
module. The BEV captioning module incorporates either
the pretrained Llama-3.2-1B [25] or InternLM2 [3] as the
LLM. Unless stated otherwise, all studies are conducted
with Llama 3. In all experiments, models are trained for
10 epochs with a learning rate of 2 x 10~*, keeping the
Llama model frozen except for the adapter [48] parameters.
Additionally, the pretrained BEVFormer baseline is further
trained for 10 epochs to ensure a fair comparison.

4.2. Main Results

3D Dense Captioning Results. We compare the perfor-
mance of the TOD3Cap network with that of the same mod-
els trained with the proposed MTA, as well as other state-
of-the-art methods: Scan2Cap [8] uses a message pass-
ing graph module to facilitate learning object relation fea-
tures. X-Trans2Cap [47] applies a teacher-student approach
to transfer detailed appearance information from 2D images
to 3D scenes. Vote2Cap-DETR [7] employs a one-stage de-
sign with dual prediction heads that decode scene features
into bounding boxes and captions.

As shown in Tab. 1, the proposed MTA demonstrates
consistent and significant improvement over TOD3Cap



Table 1. 3D dense captioning performance comparison on the TOD3Cap dataset.

m@IoU=0.25 m@IoU=0.5
Method M TG TBAf M RE | CF T B4TT Mt RTC
Scan2Cap [8]* Custom [8] 60.6 41.5 284 586 62.5 39.2 264 565
X-Trans2Cap [47]* Custom [47] 99.8 459 355 66.8 92.2 433 347 65.7
Vote2Cap-DETR [7]* Custom [7] 110.1 48.0 444 678 98.4 46.1 413 65.1
TOD3Cap [16] Llama 3.2 [25] | 113.1 487 498 68.0 | 108.7 467 478 653
MTA (Ours) Llama 3.2 [25] | 122.8 494 503 68.7 | 1187 47.6 484 66.2
TOD3Cap [16] InternLM2 [3] 109.0 476 494 67.5 | 105.1 456 474 64.8
MTA(Ours) InternLM2 [3] 1170 486 499 682 | 113.0 46.6 478 654

The best-performing method is highlighted in
bold. *Results from [16]. 1: Higher values are better. LM: Language Model. The proposed MTA significantly outperforms the baseline
TOD3Cap method and other state-of-the-art approaches across all metrics. When using Llama 3.2 as the language model, MTA achieves
an 8.6% improvement on C@0.25 and a 9.2% improvement on C@0.5 compared to TOD3Cap. MTA shows similar improvements in the

InternL M2 setting. These improvements are consistent across other metrics at both IoU thresholds of 0.25 and 0.5.

True Positive Metrics Inference Complexity
Method M NDST mAPT | RTE] ~ mASE] ~ mAOE] mAVE|, mAAE[ [ #Params ~ FPS
BEVFormer [20] - 374 268 | 0903 0292  0.6l11 0573 0221 33.6M 4.1
TOD3Cap [16] | Llama3.2[25] | 37.7 266 | 0.895 0290 0584 0570 0219 | 33.6M 4.1
MTA (Ours) Llama3.2[25] | 389 279 | 0.878 0285 0595 0541 0213 | 33.6M 4.1
TOD3Cap [16] | InternLM2[3] | 37.7 268 | 0905 0288 0596 0562 0215 | 33.6M 4.1
MTA (Ours) InternLM2[3] | 384  27.6 | 0.899  0.281  0.608 0540 0212 | 33.6M 4.1

Table 2. 3D detection performance comparison on the nuScenes validation set. The best-performing method is highlighted in bold,
while the second-best method is indicated by an underline. LM: Language Model. The proposed MTA significantly outperforms the
TOD3Cap method. Specifically, with Llama 3.2 as the language model, MTA surpasses TOD3Cap with a 3.2% improvement in NDS
and a 4.9% improvement in mAP. Similar gains are observed when using InternLM2 as the language model. Note that MTA has same
architecture as the baseline BEVFormer during inference, and thus it does not introduce additional complexity at runtime.

Method Overall | __ _Object Frequency | Weather _ | Time of Day
mAP | Rare Common Frequent | Sunny Rainy | Day Night
BEVFormer 26.8 17.6 333 47.4 26.7 288 [ 27.0 126
TOD3Cap 26.6 17.1 333 477 264 28.8 | 268 124
MTA (Ours) | 27.9 18.9 34.2 479 27.7 29.7 | 281 13.1

Table 3. mAP comparison on the nuScenes validation set across
object frequency, weather conditions, and time of day. The
proposed MTA achieves the best performance across all scenarios,
demonstrating robust generalization. Notable improvements are
observed for rare objects (< 2% frequency) and nighttime con-
ditions, where MTA outperforms TOD3Cap by 10.5% and 5.6%,
respectively. (Object frequency: rare < 2%, common 2%-20%,
frequent > 20%)

across all captioning metrics in both the Llama 3.2 and In-
ternLM?2 settings. In the Llama 3.2 setting, MTA boosts the
performance of the TOD3Cap baseline by 9.7 points (8.6%)
on C@0.25 and 10.0 points (9.2%) on C@0.5. These sub-
stantial gains in CIDEr scores suggest that the captions gen-
erated with MTA are more closely aligned with the ground-
truth descriptions, in terms of both n-gram overlap and cap-
turing the importance and relevance of the words within the
context of the scene. Furthermore, MTA achieves improve-
ments of 0.7 points (1.4%) on BLEU-4@0.25 and 0.9 points
(1.9%) on BLEU-4@0.5, indicating enhanced fluency and
grammatical correctness of the generated captions. Similar
improvements are also observed for METEOR and ROUGE
metrics at both IoU thresholds of 0.25 and 0.5. In the
InternL.M?2 setting, MTA also demonstrates consistent im-

provements, aligning with those observed in the Llama 3.2
setting. These results highlight the effectiveness of MTA
in enhancing the quality, relevance, and coherence of the
generated captions, regardless of the language model used.

3D Detection Results. As shown in Tab. 2, MTA con-
sistently outperforms the baseline models across almost all
detection metrics. In this comparison, BEVFormer can be
considered as the vision-only baseline, TOD3Cap as the
vanilla multi-task learning baseline, and our proposed MTA
as the aligned multi-task learning approach. In the Llama
3 setting, compared to the BEVFormer baseline, which was
trained with the sole objective of maximizing detection per-
formance, MTA achieves a 4.1% improvement in mAP.
Similarly, MTA outperforms the TOD3Cap method, yield-
ing a 4.9% increase in mAP. It is worth noting that the orig-
inal TOD3Cap paper does not report detection results [16].
Hence, we retrained their model to obtain comparative num-
bers, which show a slight improvement in NDS and a slight
drop in mAP compared to BEVFormer. We attribute this to
the lack of alignment mechanisms focusing on both tasks
in the original TOD3Cap method. Similar performance im-
provements are also observed in the InternL.M?2 setting.
Tab. 3 shows results on long-tail scenarios and chal-
lenging weather or day conditions. MTA demonstrates ro-
bust performance, achieving significantly improved perfor-
mance over TOD3Cap with a 10.7% increase in mAP for
rare classes and a 5.7% increase in nighttime conditions.
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Figure 2. Qualitative results comparing the proposed MTA with baseline methods on nuScenes and TOD3Cap datasets. Visualiza-
tion results show that MTA shows improved alignment with ground-truth detections over the counterpart methods. Captioning results show
that the proposed MTA generates captions that are more accurate in terms of the description and localization of objects over the TOD3Cap.
Unlike MTA, TOD3Cap labels object 1 (a bus) as a trash can in the caption, illustrating a heightened risk of hallucination. *We note that
BEVFormer is only suited for perception tasks, thus caption is not provided.

These results highlight the effectiveness of the alignment
mechanisms in MTA in enhancing the model’s ability to
handle long-tail scenarios.

Computational Complexity. One of the key advantages
of MTA is that the BLA and DCA components are only
used during training time. As a result, MTA does not re-
quire any architectural changes or introduce any additional
complexity during inference, which is critical for real-world
deployment. As shown in the last two columns of Tab. 2, the
number of parameters and frames per second (FPS) values
at inference time are the same for all three methods (eval-
uated on a single V100 GPU), as the detection architecture
and parameters are identical. This highlights the practical
applicability of MTA, as it achieves improved performance
without compromising on inference speed or model size.

Qualitative Results. Fig. 2 presents a representative ex-
ample to visualize the qualitative results on the nuScenes
and TOD3Cap validation sets. The detection results demon-
strate that MTA achieves superior detection quality and
closer alignment with ground-truth detections compared to
baseline methods. Similarly, the captioning results high-
light MTA’s effectiveness in producing captions that bet-
ter match the ground-truth captions in terms of object de-
scription and localization compared to the TOD3Cap base-
line. For instance, the caption generated by the TOD3Cap

method incorrectly identifies a bus as a trash can, while
MTA accurately describes the object. These qualitative re-
sults demonstrate another crucial benefit of MTA’s align-
ment mechanism: reducing the likelihood of generating hal-
lucinated captions, which is essential for safety-critical ap-
plications like autonomous driving. The qualitative findings
further confirm the quantitative results, demonstrating the
effectiveness of MTA in achieving superior performance in
both BEV perception and captioning tasks. Additional qual-
itative results are provided in the supplementary materials.

4.3. Ablation Study

We perform extensive ablation studies to validate the key
design choices in the proposed MTA framework. We note
that additional ablation studies and comprehensive experi-
mental tables are provided in the supplementary materials.
BLA & DCA Module Analysis. To gain a better under-
standing of the individual contributions of the proposed
BLA and DCA modules, we conduct an ablation study, as
shown in Tab. 4. We analyze the performance of each mod-
ule separately and in combination (MTA), comparing them
to the baseline TOD3Cap model.

Notably, both the BLA and DCA mechanisms indepen-
dently contribute to significant performance improvements
over TOD3Cap. The BLA module has a particularly pro-



nounced effect on detection performance, as evidenced by
substantial increases in NDS and mAP scores. This finding
suggests that aligning BEV features with linguistic repre-
sentations enhances the model’s ability to accurately local-
ize and classify objects within the 3D scene. In contrast,
the DCA module has a stronger influence on captioning per-
formance. This implies that enforcing consistency between
detection and captioning outputs within the shared prompt
space facilitates the generation of more accurate captions
that are better grounded in the visual content. As a result, it
reduces the occurrence of hallucinations or inconsistencies
between the described objects and their spatial-temporal re-
lationships within the scene. When both BLA and DCA
modules are combined in our MTA framework, we achieve
the best overall performance across all metrics, demonstrat-
ing the effectiveness of jointly optimizing 3D perception
and captioning tasks through multimodal alignment.

Captioning Perception
Method [ C@0.51 B-40057 | NDST mAPT
TOD3Cap 108.7 46.7 37.7 26.6
+BLA Ours) | 1119 46.4 389 277
+ DCA (Ours) 113.6 46.4 38.7 27.5
+ MTA (Ours) 118.7 47.6 38.9 279

Table 4. Ablation study on the contributions of the BLA and
DCA mechanisms. Both the BLA and DCA mechanisms inde-
pendently enhance overall performance over the TOD3Cap base-
line. Combining both modules in the MTA framework yields the
highest performance across all metrics.

Effect of . We also investigate the impact of attaching the
BLA objective to different layers of the Q-Former, where
the total number of layers is L = 8. The results in Tab. 5
demonstrate that aligning at the middle layer yields the
best performance. We hypothesize that aligning at an early
stage forces the detection embedding to directly mimic the
text embedding without sufficient interaction with the BEV
features, potentially hindering the detection performance.
Conversely, aligning at a later stage of the Q-Former leaves
little room for the remaining layers to map the query to the
MLLM space, considering that the text embedding from the
text encoder T differs from the MLLM, which can impede
the captioning performance. Consequently, in other experi-
ments, we apply BLA to align the first half of the Q-Former
layers, striking a balance between allowing the detection
embedding to interact with the BEV features and providing
sufficient capacity for mapping to the MLLM space.

Captioning Perception
BLALayer £ | @051 B4@057 | NDST mAPT
1 (first) 111.2 46.4 384 273
4 (middle) 1119 46.4 38.9 27.7
8 (last) 107.7 45.8 37.9 27.1

Table 5. Ablating the BLA attachment layer ¢. Aligning at the
middle layer achieves the best performance.

Alignment Objective. We compare three training objec-
tives for BLA and DCA alignment modules: Mean Squared
Error (MSE), Negative Cosine Similarity (Cos. Sim.), and
the CLIP Contrastive Loss (CLIP) [33].

As shown in Tab. 6, we empirically find that for the BLA
objective, the MSE and CLIP objectives offer advantages
over the Cos. Sim., with MSE showing marginal advan-
tages over the CLIP loss across all captioning and detection
metrics. Therefore, we opt for MSE as the objective for
BLA. In contrast, for the DCA objective, as presented in
Tab. 7, the CLIP objective consistently outperforms MSE
and Cos. Sim. across all metrics.

The difference in optimal objectives for BLA and DCA
arises from their distinct alignment goals and the nature
of the modalities being aligned. BLA focuses on align-
ing BEV features with linguistic representations, where the
direct correspondence enforced by MSE proves effective.
In contrast, DCA aims to align detection and captioning
outputs within a shared prompt space, where the key is to
establish correspondences between information in the two
modalities. For example, consider the caption, “traffic cone
about 7 meters away in the back left of the ego car.” Here,
the detection output should align the bounding box loca-
tion with the spatial description “7 meters away in the back
left,” while the classification label should correspond with
the object category “traffic cone” mentioned in the caption.
The shared prompt space, leveraging the contrastive learn-
ing objective, proves effective.

. Captioning Perception
BLA Objective | 65 51 "B.4@057 | NDST mAPT -
CLIP 110.6 46.4 38.8 27.6
MSE 111.9 46.4 38.9 27.7
Cos. Sim. 110.3 46.3 38.5 27.3

Table 6. Ablating the BLA objective. Mean squared error (MSE)
achieves the best overall performance.

L Captioning Perception
DCA Objective |+ #6551 B-4@057 | NDST mAPT ~
CLIP 113.6 46.4 38.7 27.5
MSE 112.4 463 380 272
Cos. Sim. 113.1 46.4 38.3 27.5

Table 7. Ablating the DCA objective. The CLIP loss achieves
the best results across all metrics.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced MTA, a novel multimodal task
alignment framework that bridges the gap between BEV
perception and captioning tasks, significantly enhancing
performance on both tasks. MTA consists of two novel
mechanisms:  BEV-Language Alignment (BLA) and
Detection-Captioning Alignment (DCA). BLA harnesses a
multimodal contextual learning mechanism to align BEV-
based visual representations and scene understanding with



ground-truth linguistic representations. DCA leverages a
cross-modal prompting mechanism to align detection and

captioning outputs.

Through extensive quantitative and

qualitative experiments, we demonstrated the effectiveness
of MTA in achieving improved performance on both BEV
perception and captioning tasks. Importantly, MTA’s align-
ment mechanisms are active only during training, ensuring
no additional computational cost during inference, which
is a critical factor in autonomous driving applications.
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