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Abstract

Utilizing temporal information to improve the performance
of 3D detection has made great progress recently in the field
of autonomous driving. Traditional transformer-based tem-
poral fusion methods suffer from quadratic computational
cost and information decay as the length of the frame se-
quence increases. In this paper, we propose a novel method
called MambaDETR, whose main idea is to implement tem-
poral fusion in the efficient state space. Moreover, we
design a Motion Elimination module to remove the rela-
tively static objects for temporal fusion. On the standard
nuScenes benchmark, our proposed MambaDETR achieves
remarkable result in the 3D object detection task, exhibit-
ing state-of-the-art performance among existing temporal

fusion methods.

1. Introduction
Multi-view 3D object detection is a fundamental task in au-
tonomous driving, enabling vehicles to perceive their sur-
rounding environment using sensor data. Recent studies
have leveraged temporal information from image frame se-
quences to improve detection performance. Transform-
ers [43] with attention mechanisms have proven effective
in modeling dependencies for sequential inputs, leading
many approaches to adopt transformer-based temporal fu-
sion methods to explore temporal information for 3D detec-
tion.

Existing transformer-based temporal fusion methods,
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Figure 1. Different temporal fusion methods in recurrent manner
and sequential manner.

such as [33, 36], use one adjacent historical frame to in-
teract with the current frame in the transformer decoder,
which can efficiently improve 3D detection performance.
However, these methods suffer from a quadratic increase
in computational cost as the sequence length grows, lim-
iting their ability to adopt more frames for temporal in-
teraction. To solve this problem, subsequent methods
[1, 11, 23, 28, 31, 39, 46, 55] incorporate multiple frames
into the temporal fusion module by fusing frames in a re-
current (See Figure 1 a) rather than a sequential manner.
The long-term historical information is propagated frame
by frame, allowing each frame’s features to integrate infor-
mation from preceding frames. However, this recurrent fu-
sion process can cause information decay over time, leading
the model to focus more on current information rather than
long-term frame [28, 31].

To address these challenges, we propose a novel method
called MambaDETR, which represents temporal fusion
candidates as 3D queries initialized from 2D proposals and
performs temporal fusion in a hidden space using an SSM-
based (Structured State Space Model) module, as shown
in Figure 1 (b). This approach replaces the traditional
transformer-based module with an SSM-based module, en-
abling temporal fusion in a sequential manner that effec-
tively models long-range information while maintaining
only linear memory and computation costs. Specifically,
given a sequence of frames, we first employ a 2D detec-
tor to independently generate high-quality 2D proposals for
each frame. These proposals are then used to produce 3D
object queries through 3D projection, as in previous meth-
ods [21], resulting in a sequence of 3D object queries at
each time step. Furthermore, according to the physical laws
of motion, the same 3D object does not significantly shift
between adjacent frames. Therefore, fusing all the queries
from the adjacent frames can lead to unnecessary compu-

tational costs. Based on this insight, we introduce a Mo-
tion Elimination Module, which aligns the objects from the
previous frame to the current frame through ego transfor-
mation and generates a motion mask based on the relative
movements of objects. Consequently, trivial and relative
static objects in the ego vehicle coordinate are removed
from the previous frames, retaining only the moving objects
and thereby enabling more efficient temporal fusion.

The refined sequence of 3D object queries is then in-
put into the Query Mamba Module, which performs query-
based temporal fusion in the state space. By leveraging
a structured state space layer, the Query Mamba Module
achieves long-range modeling without pairwise compar-
isons. Consequently, MambaDETR can be efficiently ap-
plied to long-range sequences of image frames.

In summary, our contributions include:
• A novel temporal fusion method called MambaDETR is

proposed for 3D object detection, which achieves effi-
cient temporal fusion in the state space. This approach se-
quentially fuses frame sequences, thereby fully exploiting
long-range information while avoid quadratic complexity.

• The Motion Elimination module is designed, which re-
moves relatively static objects while retaining moving
ones in the ego vehicle coordinates, thereby improving
fusion efficiency and reducing computational cost.

• Comprehensive experiments have been conducted on the
standard nuScenes dataset, and the evaluation results
demonstrate the superior performance of MambaDETR
in 3D object detection, with linear computation cost com-
pared to transformer-based methods, e.g. StreamPETR.

2. Related Work
2.1. Temporal Modeling in Multi-view 3D Object

Detection

Multi-view 3D detection is a crucial task in autonomous
driving, requiring the processing of multiple camera im-
ages and the prediction of 3D bounding boxes. Pioneer’s
research [16, 22, 28, 32, 48, 50] centers on the effec-
tive conversion of various perspective views into a cohe-
sive 3D space within a single frame. The transforma-
tion process can be categorized into two groups: meth-
ods based on dense BEV (Bird’s Eye View) representation
[13, 16, 22, 27, 28, 30, 35] and methods based on sparse
queries [31, 32, 48, 50].

Recent studies [14, 26, 28, 31, 36, 40, 46, 49, 53] have
incorporated temporal information to address the occlu-
sion issue and enhance speed prediction accuracy. BEV-
Former [28] first introduces sequential temporal modeling
into multi-view 3D object detection and applies tempo-
ral self-attention. The BEVDet4D [14] paradigm is pro-
posed to be lifted from the spatial-only 3D space to the
temporal 4D space. For the first time, vision-based meth-
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ods become comparable with those using radar or LiDAR.
Sparse4D [31] refines anchor boxes iteratively by incor-
porating sparse spatial-temporal fusion to improve sparse
3D detection. Additionally, DETR4D [36] introduces a
novel hybrid approach that performs cross-frame fusion
over past object queries and image features, enabling ef-
ficient and robust modeling of temporal information. Re-
cently, StreamPETR [46] efficiently models temporal data
and object tracking through frame-by-frame query propa-
gation and motion-aware layer normalization.

2.2. State Space Model

State space models have emerged as a promising alterna-
tive to traditional sequence modeling approaches. One key
issue with traditional attention mechanisms [3, 4, 41, 43],
is their quadratic time and space complexity in relation to
sequence length. To overcome this limitation, [10] pro-
posed the Linear State-Space Layer (LSSL), a model in-
spired by control systems that combines recurrent neural
networks, temporal convolutions, and neural differential
equations. [9] introduced the Structured State Space se-
quence model (S4), which offers a more efficient computa-
tion method while maintaining theoretical strengths for long
sequence modeling tasks. Further advancements in state
space models include the introduction of the S5 layer [42],
exploring the use of Gated State Spaces for long-range lan-
guage modeling [38]. Recently, the generic language model
backbone, Mamba [8], outperforms Transformers at various
sizes on large-scale real data and enjoys linear scaling in
sequence length. These advancements have been integrated
into larger representation models [6, 7, 17, 37, 44], further
demonstrating the versatility and scalability of structured
state space models in various applications. State space mod-
els have also been extended in visual tasks. [18] uses 1D S4
to handle the long-range temporal dependencies for video
classification. TranS4mer [19] combines the strengths of S4
and self-attention, achieving state-of-the-art performance
for movie scene detection. And VMamba [34] introduces a
vision backbone with linear time complexity that integrates
Visual State-Space (VSS) blocks with the 2D Selective Scan
(SS2D) module.

3. Method
Figure 2 illustrates the overall structure of the proposed
MambaDETR, which follows the architecture of DETR3D
[48], where objects are represented as queries extracted
from multi-view image features. MambaDETR develop
DETR3D with the following designs: 2D-priors-based
query initialization (Section 3.1), Motion Elimination (Sec-
tion 3.2), and Query Mamba (Section 3.3). For the 2D-
priors-based query initialization, we input image features
and leverage a 2D detector to obtain 2D proposals. The 3D
queries are then initialized from these 2D proposals through

3D projection. The Motion Elimination Module removes
redundant, motionless 3D queries from previous frames, re-
taining only moving 3D queries for temporal fusion. For
the Query Mamba, we leverage the 3D query sequence from
multiple time steps as input and realize temporal fusion in
the state-space. After that, the output queries are interact
with current image frame in the transformer decoder and
generate final 3D prediction.

3.1. Query Generator

Previous method [52] generate numerous queries by ap-
plying maximum pooling operations on image heatmaps,
which is inefficient and computationally expensive. To ad-
dress this issue, existing query-based 3D object detection
methods [20, 21, 50] have introduced 2D proposals to en-
hance 3D detection performance. Inspired by these meth-
ods, the proposed 2D Priors-based Query Generator uses
a 2D object detector to localize objects within specific re-
gions. As a result, the 2D detector not only improves com-
putational efficiency by reducing the number of queries but
also provides valuable 2D priors for localizing objects in 3D
space. To the best of our knowledge, MambaDETR is the
first 3D object detection method that leverages a 2D detec-
tor to enhance temporal fusion performance.

Specifically, given the image features after the image
backbone, we feed them into the Faster-RCNN detector
[50] and a lightweight depth estimation network [27], re-
sulting in a set of 2D bounding boxes and depth distri-
butions. The 2D detector head follows the original de-
sign, while the depth distribution is represented in dis-
cretized bins [21]. Given each 2D bounding box in view
i, we initialize the 2D query Q2D from the center point
c2D = (cw, ch). To aggregate semantic information of the
2D bounding box, we interact the Q2D with the surrounding
pixels through deformable attention, following the similar
process in [24, 29, 51, 56], to obtain the semantic embed-
ding Qsem. The pixel candidates are chosen based on the
location of the query and the sampling offsets from the im-
age feature F in view i. The overall process is defined as
follows:

DeformAttn(Q2D, c2D,F)

=

Nhead∑
m=1

Wm

Nkey∑
n=1

AmnW
′
mF(c2D +∆cmn), (1)

where Q, c2D, and F represent the query, reference point,
and image features, respectively. The index m denotes the
attention head, and Nhead is the total number of attention
heads. The index n corresponds to the sampled key, and
Nkey is the total number of sampled keys for each head.
Amn ∈ [0, 1] represents the predicted attention weight and
Wm, W′

m are the learnable weights. The vector ∆cmn ∈
R2 represents the predicted offsets to the reference point
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Figure 2. Overall architecture of the proposed MambaDETR. Key enhancements include 2D-priors-based query initialization, Motion
Elimination to retain only moving 3D queries across frames, and Query Mamba for state-space temporal fusion. The 3D queries interact
with the current image frame in a transformer decoder, producing the final 3D object detections.

Figure 3. Detail structure of Query Generator and Motion Elimination modules in the MambaDETR architecture. (a) The Query Generator
utilizes a 2D detector and DepthNet to create 2D proposals, which are transformed into 3D queries by integrating position and semantic
embeddings. (b) The Motion Elimination module then filters out static 3D queries across frames by measuring the distance between the
center points.

c2D. The term F(c2D + ∆cmn) represents the feature at
location c2D +∆cmn.

To further lift the 2D query into the 3D space, the center
point c2D = (cw, ch) of each 2d bounding box is combined
with the corresponding predicted depth distribution dc and
project to the 3D center points c3D of 3D proposals:

c3D = K−1
j I−1

j [cw ∗ dc, ch ∗ dc,dc,1]
T , (2)

where Kj , Ij denote extrinsic and intrinsic matrices of the
j-th camera.

After generating center points c3D of the 3D proposals,
we use sinusoidal transformation and MLP to obtain the 3D
position embedding Qpos following the process and com-
bine with the aforementioned Qsem together and result in

3D query Q3D:

Qpos = PosEmbed(c3D),

Q3D = Qpos +Qsem.
(3)

3.2. Motion Elimination

The Motion Elimination (ME) module is applied optimize
the computation cost by discarding the relative static object
queries for the subsequent temporal fusion. In more de-
tail, we present the structure of ME module in Figure 3b,
which consists of three parts: zero padding, frame align-
ment. For the zero padding part, given the 3D queries
sequence Qseq

3D = [Qt
3D,Q

t−1
3D , · · · ,Qt−N

3D ], we select the
3D queries with the in the i − th frame Qi

3D that have
the largest number of 3D proposal and represented as K.
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Then we add zero padding to all the 3D queries in the re-
maining frames and get the updated 3D queries sequence
Q̂seq

3D = [Q̂t
3D, Q̂

t−1
3D , · · · , Q̂t−N

3D ] with size of K ×N .
For the frame alignment, we select the current queries

Q̂t
3D, previous queries in the t-j frame Q̂t−j

3D and their cor-
responding 3D center points Ct

3D, Ct−j
3D . Then the previ-

ous query Q̂t−j
3D is aligned to the current frame through ego

transformation, which following the process in [12]. Given
the ego pose matrix of Rt

w and Rt−j
w in the current and t-j

frame, we first compute the ego transformation matrix and
align the center of the objects in the t-j frame to the current
frame. The overall process is formulated as:

Rt
t−j = Rt

w · inv(Rt−j
w ),

C′
t−1 = (Ct−1 +Vt−j ·∆t) · (Rt

t−j)
T .

(4)

After getting the aligned center points, we utilize the L2
center distance of object and create cost matrix Dt

t−j ∈
RK×K to measure the moving distance of objects between
the chosen frames.

Dt
t−j = L2(Ct −C′

t−1) (5)

Then we distinguish the relative static position of the ob-
jects with two standards: The L2 distance of object is be-
low the threshold α and the category of the objects in frame
t and t-j are the same.

Mt−j =

{
0, Dt

t−j ≤ α and CATt = CATt−j

1e6, Dt
t−j > α or CATt ̸= CATt−j

,

At−j = softmax(Mt−j),
(6)

where At−j ∈ RK×K . We identify the object of t-j frame
is relative static if it has one relative static relationship in
the t frame. The process is formulated as:

Bn
j =

{
1 if

∑K
m=1 A

mn
t−j = K

0 otherwise
. (7)

After that, we can obtain the motion mask of the t-j frame
Bt−j = {Bn

t−j}Kn=1 ∈ R1×K . We extend the above pro-
cess to all the previous frames and gather the motion mask
B = [BT

t ,B
T
t−1, · · · ,BT

t−N ]. To be notice that we set all
the elements of Bt to be 1, which means all the queries of
the current frame will be remained. Finally, we multiply
the 3D queries sequence with the motion mask and get the
relative moving query sequence:

Qmoving = Q̂seq
3D ∗B

= [Q̂t
3D, Q̂

t−1
3D , · · · , Q̂t−N

3D ] ∗ [BT
t ,B

T
t−1, · · · ,BT

t−N ].
(8)

3.3. Query Mamba

3.3.1 Background

The Structured State-Space Model (SSM) can be regarded
as linear-time-invariant system that map the input stimu-
lation x(t) to the response y(t) through the hidden state
h(t) ∈ RN . The SSM can be defined in the continuous
time using the following equations:

h′(t) = Ah(t) +Bx(t),

y(t) = Ch(t) +Dx(t),
(9)

where A ∈ RN×N ,B ∈ RN×1,C ∈ R1×N and D ∈ R1

are the weighting parameters.
To apply the continuous SSM into the deep models, we

introduce a timescale parameter ∆ and discretize the SSM
as follow:

hk = Āhk−1 + B̄xk,

yk = C̄hk + D̄xk,
(10)

where Ā, B̄, C̄ and D̄ are the discrete version of A,B,C
and D. The equation (10) can also be expressed as a convo-
lution operation:

K̄ =
(
C̄B̄, C̄ĀB̄, . . . , C̄ĀL−1B̄

)
,

y = K̄ ∗ x,
(11)

where K̄ is convolution kernel and L is the length of the
input sequence.

3.3.2 Query Mamba

The overview of the proposed Query Mamba is shown in
Figure 2. For the queries Q̂t−i

3D in the t-i frame, we concate-
nate all the queries along the channel dimension D and get
the fusion candidate Qt−i

moving ∈ R1×KD. After that, follow-
ing the standard 1-D input of Mamba, we send the fusion
candidate sequence Qmoving = {Qt−i

moving}Ni=1 ∈ RN×KD

into the Query Mamba module.
First, we pass the sequence through the Layer Normal-

ization layer. Subsequently, we apply a depth-wise convo-
lution (DW Conv) along with a residual connection, which
improves the efficiency of the CNN and has been used in
VMamba [34]. Afterward, we apply another Layer Nor-
malization and a Gated S4 (GS4) layer, also with a residual
connection. Finally, the sequence is passed through a Lin-
ear layer with a residual connection that connects from the
initial input of Query Mamba:

z = DWConv(LN(Qmoving)) + LN(Qmoving),

z′ = GS4(LN(z)) + LN(z),

Qout = Linear(z′) +Qmoving.
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The SSM-based model plays a vital role in our Mamba
DETR method, so as the cross-attention in the transformer-
based temporal fusion methods [28, 46]. Given the input
sequence Qmoving = {Qt−i

moving}Ni=1 ∈ RN×KD, the com-
putational complexity of cross-attention and SSM is formu-
lated as:

Ω(cross-attention) = 4N(KD)2 + 2N2KD,

Ω(SSM) = 3N(2D)M +N(2KD)M,

where M is a fixed parameter set to 16. As we can see, the
computational complexity of cross-attention is quadratic in
the sequence length N , while the SSM is linear in N . This
computational advantage makes the SSM-based method
scalable for long sequence modeling and thus beneficial for
long-range exploration.

4. Experiments

Table 1. Ablation study on different components of MambaDETR

2D detector SE ME QMamba NDS mAP
57.5 49.4
58.1 49.8
58.3 50.4
58.6 50.5
60.5 50.8

Table 2. Ablation Study on the Computational Efficiency of the
2D Detector and Motion Elimination

2D Detector ME FPS Memory (GB)
30.4 16.0
29.7 16.1
31.9 15.5

Table 3. S4 variants

S4 variant mAP
S4 50.1
S6 50.3

DS4 50.8
GS6 49.4

Table 4. Number of layers

S4 layers mAP
1 49.1
2 49.7
4 50.5
6 50.8

4.1. Dataset and Metrics

The nuScenes dataset is a comprehensive resource for 3D
object detection, encompassing 1,000 scenes, each lasting
about 20 seconds and annotated at a frequency of 2 Hz. This
dataset features images captured from six cameras, along-
side data from five radars and one LiDAR system, provid-
ing a complete 360° field of view. The annotations include

up to 1.4 million 3D bounding boxes across ten categories:
car, truck, bus, trailer, construction vehicle, pedestrian, mo-
torcycle, bicycle, barrier, and traffic cone. The scenes are
organized into training (700), validation (150), and testing
(150) sets. For evaluation, we utilize several metrics, in-
cluding the mean Average Precision (mAP), nuScenes De-
tection Score (NDS), and various True Positive metrics such
as Average Translation Error (ATE) and Average Velocity
Error (AVE). The mAP is determined based on the distance
between 2D centers on the ground plane, and NDS provides
a holistic measure of detection performance by aggregating
other relevant indicators.

4.2. Ablation Study

4.2.1 2D Detector and Semantic aggregation

We analyze the impact of the 2D detector and the Semantic
Aggregation (SE) module on generating object queries, as
shown in Table 1 and Table 2. Specifically, adding the 2D
detector for query generation achieves significant improve-
ments, with mAP increasing by 0.6% and NDS increasing
by 0.4%. This result indicates that the 2D detector can pro-
vide reliable 2D priors for the query generator and thus ben-
efit 3D object detection. Besides, it can also be seen that the
2D detector negatively impacts inference speed and GPU
memory usage. We argue that the additional computational
cost introduced by the 2D detector outweighs the savings
from the reduced number of queries. Semantic aggregation
is also proven to be effective in improving the quality of
queries, indicating the importance of semantic information
in query generation.

4.2.2 Motion Elimination

MambaDETR reduces the non-trivial queries through the
Motion Elimination (ME) module. Table 2 shows that the
ME module can significantly improve inference speed by
1.2 FPS and reduce GPU memory usage by 0.6 GB, which
indicates that the ME module successfully removes the non-
vital queries. Furthermore, the proposed ME module also
achieves a limited improvement of 0.1% in mAP and 0.3%
in NDS. This indicates that reducing redundant queries can
not only improve computational efficiency but also benefit
detection performance.

4.2.3 Query Mamba

We experiment with different S4 variants (Table 3) and the
impact of varying the number of layers (Table 4). In Table
3, we evaluate several S4 variants, including the standard
S4, S6, Diagonal S4 (DS4), and Gated S4 (GS4). Our find-
ings indicate that GS6 achieves the highest mAP of 50.8,
outperforming the other variants. In Table 4, we assess the
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Table 5. Comparison with existing methods on nuScenes validation set.

Backbone Frames NDS ↑ mAP ↑ mATE ↓ mASE ↓ mAOE ↓ mAVE ↓ mAAE ↓
BEVDet [16] ResNet50 1 37.9 29.8 72.5 27.9 58.9 86.0 24.5

BEVDet4D [14] ResNet50 2 45.7 32.2 70.3 27.8 49.5 35.4 20.6
PETRv2 [33] ResNet50 2 45.6 34.9 70.0 27.5 58.0 43.7 18.7

BEVDepth [27] ResNet50 2 47.5 35.1 63.9 26.7 47.9 42.8 19.8
BEVStereo [26] ResNet50 2 50.0 37.2 59.8 27.0 43.8 36.7 19.0

BEVFormer v2 [54] ResNet50 - 52.9 42.3 61.8 27.3 41.3 33.3 18.8
SOLOFusion [40] ResNet50 16+1 53.4 42.7 56.7 27.4 51.1 25.2 18.1
BEVPoolv2 [15] ResNet50 8+1 52.6 40.6 57.2 27.5 46.3 27.5 18.8
StreamPETR [46] ResNet50 8 55.0 45.0 61.3 26.7 41.3 26.5 19.6

DETR3D [48] ResNet101-DCN 1 43.4 34.9 71.6 26.8 37.9 84.2 20.0
Focal-PETR [45] ResNet101-DCN 1 46.1 39.0 67.8 26.3 39.5 80.4 20.2

PETR [32] ResNet101-DCN 1 44.1 36.6 71.7 26.7 41.2 83.4 19.0
BEVFormer [28] ResNet101-DCN 4 51.7 41.6 67.3 27.4 37.2 39.4 19.8
PolarDETR [2] ResNet101-DCN 2 48.8 38.3 70.7 26.9 34.4 51.8 19.6
Sparse4D [31] ResNet101-DCN 4 54.1 43.6 63.3 27.9 36.3 31.7 17.7

BEVDepth [27] ResNet101 2 53.5 41.2 56.5 26.6 35.8 33.1 19.0
SOLOFusion [40] ResNet101 16+1 58.2 48.3 50.3 26.4 38.1 24.6 20.7
StreamPETR [46] ResNet101 8 59.2 50.4 56.9 26.2 31.5 25.7 19.9

MambaDETR ResNet101 8 60.5 50.8 53.7 26.4 30.7 24.4 17.2

Table 6. Comparison with existing methods on nuScenes test set.

Backbone NDS ↑ mAP ↑ mATE ↓ mASE ↓ mAOE ↓ mAVE ↓ mAAE ↓
FCOS3D [47] R101-DCN 35.8 42.8 69.0 24.9 45.2 143.4 12.4
DETR3D [48] V2-99 41.2 47.9 64.1 25.5 39.4 84.5 13.3
MV2D [50] V2-99 46.3 51.4 54.2 24.7 40.3 85.7 12.7
UVTR [25] V2-99 47.2 55.1 57.7 25.3 39.1 50.8 12.3

BEVFormer [28] V2-99 48.1 56.9 58.2 25.6 37.5 37.8 12.6
PETRv2 [33] V2-99 49.0 58.2 56.1 24.3 36.1 34.3 12.0

PolarFormer [22] V2-99 49.3 57.2 55.6 25.6 30.4 43.9 12.7
BEVStereo [26] V2-99 52.5 61.0 43.1 24.6 35.8 35.7 13.8

StreamPETR [46] V2-99 55.0 63.6 47.9 23.9 31.7 24.1 11.9
BEVDet4D [14] Swin-B [32] 45.1 56.9 51.1 24.1 38.6 30.1 12.1
BEVDepth [27] ConvNeXt-B 52.0 60.9 44.5 24.3 35.2 34.7 12.7

AeDet [5] ConvNeXt-B 53.1 62.0 43.9 24.7 34.4 29.2 13.0
PETRv2 [33] RevCol-L [3] 51.2 59.2 54.7 24.2 36.0 36.7 12.6

SOLOFusion [40] ConvNeXt-B 54.0 61.9 45.3 25.7 37.6 27.6 14.8
StreamPETR [46] ViT-L [9] 62.0 67.6 47.0 24.1 25.8 23.6 13.4

MambaDETR ViT-L [9] 60.7 68.2 48.1 23.9 26.1 22.8 12.7

effect of increasing the number of S4 layers on mAP. The re-
sults demonstrate that performance improves steadily with
additional layers, stabilizing at an mAP of 50.8 with 6 lay-
ers. The result indicates that GS4 model with 6 layer can
achieves the best performance.

4.3. Results and Analysis

4.3.1 Main Results

We compare the proposed Mamba DETR with previous
state-of-the-art vision-based 3D detectors on the nuScenes
validation and test sets. As shown in Table 5, Mamba DETR
demonstrates superior performance on the validation set,
achieving significant improvements in NDS, mAP, and lo-
calization metrics compared to other methods. Specifically,
with a ResNet101 backbone and 8-frame input, Mamba
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Figure 4. Visualization of MambaDETR.

DETR outperforms StreamPETR by 0.7% in NDS and 0.4%
in mAP. The mATE value of Mamba DETR also shows no-
table improvements, reducing the localization error com-
pared to most competitors. This indicates the efficacy of
Mamba DETR’s object detection and tracking capabilities.

When comparing the performance on the test set in Table
6, Mamba DETR again achieves impressive results. With
a ViT-Large backbone, Mamba DETR reaches an mAP of
68.2% and an NDS of 60.7%, surpassing StreamPETR by
0.6% in mAP and demonstrating comparable performance
in mASE and mAOE metrics. Notably, Mamba DETR
also achieves lower mAVE compared to many competing
methods, suggesting improved velocity estimation and bet-
ter temporal consistency for tracking moving objects. Be-
sides, we show the visualization of the detection results In
Figure 4, which also effectively demonstrate the superior
performance of the proposed MambaDETR.

4.3.2 Temporal Extent Analysis

To validate long-term exploration of input image sequence,
we evaluate both StreamPETR and MambaDETR with dif-
ferent numbers of training frames (i.e., 1, 2, 4, 8, and 12).
The results are presented in Figure 5 (a). First, we no-
tice that a short temporal window of 2 training frames pro-
duces a suboptimal performance of 40.7% mAP. Expanding
the temporal range to 8 frames boosts the performance to
50.8% mAP, reflecting a 10.1% improvement. Extending
further to 12 frames continues to enhance the mAP, reach-
ing 52.2%, which indicates that adding more frames does
not obtain promising improvements. Compared to our base-
line, StreamPETR, MambaDETR consistently outperforms
in terms of mAP across all training frames, particularly ex-
celling with an extended temporal window. This demon-

strates the superior capability of our proposed method to
leverage long-range temporal information, resulting in sig-
nificantly better detection performance.

4.3.3 Computational Efficiency Analysis

In Figure 5b and c, we analyze the computational efficiency
of the MambaDETR in two aspect: inference speed and
memory cost. In Figure 5b, we observe that the infer-
ence speed decreases as the sequence length increase from
35.9% to 26.0% in FPS. Meanwhile, the inference speed of
StreamPETR remains stable around 27% due to the recur-
rent temporal fusion mechanism that keep the fusion candi-
dates invariant to the sequence length. However, our Mam-
baDETR still infer faster than StreamPETR except for the
frame numbers equal to 12. Moreover, Figure 5c demon-
strates that MambaDETR has significantly lower memory
consumption compared to StreamPETR, with only linear
memory increase as the sequence length grow. With 12
frames, MambaDETR requires around 15 GB of memory,
whereas StreamPETR’s memory requirement is consider-
ably higher, peaking at nearly 40 GB.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose MambaDETR, an effective 3D
object detection framework for long-sequence temporal fu-
sion. Unlike previous approaches, our method uses a state-
space model (SSM) to perform efficient, sequential tem-
poral fusion with linear memory and computational com-
plexity. Additionally, we introduce the Motion Elimination
Module, which selectively retains only moving objects, en-
hancing fusion efficiency. MambaDETR achieves state-of-
the-art performance on the nuScenes dataset, demonstrat-
ing significant improvements in computational efficiency
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Figure 5. Performance(mAP), Inference Speed(samples/Second)
and Memory Requirements(GB) of MambaDETR as the function
of the sequence length.

over transformer-based methods while maintaining accu-
racy. We hope MambaDETR offers valuable insights for ad-
vancing long-sequence temporal modeling in autonomous
driving applications.
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