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“The world as we have created it is a process of our thinking.
It cannot be changed without changing our thinking.”

— Albert Einstein

Abstract

Vision-and-Language Navigation (VLN), where an agent
follows instructions to reach a target destination, has re-
cently seen significant advancements. In contrast to nav-
igation in discrete environments with predefined trajecto-
ries, VLN in Continuous Environments (VLN-CE) presents
greater challenges, as the agent is free to navigate any un-
obstructed location and is more vulnerable to visual occlu-
sions or blind spots. Recent approaches have attempted
to address this by imagining future environments, either
through predicted future visual images or semantic features,
rather than relying solely on current observations. How-
ever, these RGB-based and feature-based methods suffer
from high-level semantic details or intuitive appearance-
level information crucial for effective navigation. To over-
come these limitations, we introduce a novel, generaliz-
able 3DGS-based pre-training paradigm, called United-
VLN, which enables agents to better explore future environ-
ments by unitedly predicting high-fidelity 360° visual im-
ages and semantic features. UnitedVLN employs two key
schemes: search-then-query sampling and separate-then-
united rendering, which facilitate efficient exploitation of
neural primitives, helping to integrate both appearance and
semantic information for more robust navigation. Exten-
sive experiments demonstrate that UnitedVLN outperforms
state-of-the-art methods on existing VLN-CE benchmarks.

1. Introduction
Vision-and-Language Navigation (VLN) [4, 7, 8, 26] re-
quires an agent to understand and follow natural language
instructions to reach a target destination. This task has re-
cently garnered significant attention in embodied AI [27,
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Figure 1. Main insights of UnitedVLN for VLN-CE: Unlike ex-
isting state-of-the-art methods that explore only either predicted
images or features in future environments, our UnitedVLN fully
integrates navigation cues from both appearance and semantic in-
formation. By leveraging two complementary rendering strate-
gies—(1) appearance-level rendering (e.g., distinct colors) and (2)
semantic-level rendering (e.g., appearance-similar elements like
doors)—UnitedVLN enhances the agent’s ability to interpret in-
structions accurately and navigate complex spaces. The visualiza-
tions show how UnitedVLN’s combined approach results in more
accurate route choices, reducing errors caused by occlusions or
ambiguities that challenge purely RGB- or feature-based methods.

38]. Unlike traditional VLN, where the agent navigates a
predefined environment with fixed pathways, Continuous
Environment VLN (VLN-CE) [3, 51] presents a more com-
plex challenge. In VLN-CE, the agent is free to move to
any unobstructed location, making low-level actions, such
as moving forward 0.25 meters or turning 15 degrees. Con-
sequently, the agent faces a higher risk of getting stuck or
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engaging in unproductive navigation behaviors, such as re-
peatedly hitting obstacles or oscillating in place, due to vi-
sual occlusions or blind spots in future environments. To
address these challenges, recent methods [24, 29, 46, 51]
have focused on anticipating future environments, moving
beyond reliance on current observations. In terms of syn-
thesizing future observations at unvisited waypoints, these
approaches, which include future visual images [24, 46] and
semantic features [29, 51], can be categorized into two main
explored paradigms: RGB-based and feature-based explo-
rations. However, both explorations often fail to integrate
intuitive appearance-level information with semantic con-
text needed for robust navigation in complex environments.

RGB-based Exploration: exploring future visual im-
ages. A straightforward approach to explore future envi-
ronments is to predict images of future scenes, as images
contain rich, appearance-level information (e.g., color, tex-
ture, and lighting) that is crucial for holistic scene under-
standing. Building on this idea, some methods [24, 46] syn-
thesize multiple future navigation trajectories by training an
image generator [20] to predict panoramic images for path
planning, demonstrating promising results. However, these
methods are prone to suffering from the risk of lacking more
complex, high-level semantic details. As illustrated in the
bottom panel of Figure 1, the agent struggles to distinguish
the high-level semantic differences between objects like a
“door” and a “bedroom”, which may appear visually simi-
lar in the context of instructions.

Feature-based Exploration: exploring future seman-
tic features. Rather than generating panoramic images,
recent work [51] leverages a pre-trained Neural Radiance
Field (NeRF) [34] model to predict refined future semantic
features through ray-to-pixel volume rendering. However,
relying on rendered features alone can result in a lack of in-
tuitive appearance information (e.g., color, texture, or light-
ing), which helps the agent to build stable knowledge about
environments, such as general room layout rules and geo-
metric structure [46]. This lack potentially leads to more
severe navigation errors. As shown at the top panel of Fig-
ure 1, the agent fails to accurately ground the color “black”
in the phrase “black couch” when it encounters two differ-
ently colored couches, even though they are easily distin-
guishable at the visual appearance level.

In fact, human perception of an unknown environment
is generally understood as a combination of appearance-
level intuitive information and high-level semantic under-
standing, as suggested by studies in cognitive science [12,
21, 22]. Based on this insight, an agent designed to simu-
late human-like perception could also interpret instructions
and navigate unseen environments. Recently, 3D Gaussian
Splatting (3DGS) [23] has emerged in the computer graph-
ics community for scene reconstruction, utilizing 3D Gaus-
sians to speed up image rendering through a tile-based ras-

terizer. This motivates us to explore 3DGS to equip VLN-
CE agent with both the capability to anticipate holistic fu-
ture scenes while benefiting from learning semantic details
in generated future observations. Furthermore, while NeRF
is slower in image rendering than 3DGS, NeRF facilitates
accurate semantic understanding, benefiting from volume
rendering containing ray-to-pixel mechanism, which pro-
vides a precise one-to-one correspondence between sam-
pled ray and pixel [32]. Thus, it motivates us to explore
an effective rendering strategy for integrating semantic un-
derstanding in volume rendering with Gaussian rendering.

Based on the above analysis, we propose a generalizable
3DGS-based paradigm, aka UnitedVLN, which simultane-
ously renders both visual images and semantic features at
higher quality (360° views) from sparse neural points, en-
abling the agent to more effectively explore future environ-
ments in VLN-CE. UnitedVLN primarily consists of two
key components. First, we exploit a Search-Then-Query
(STQ) sampling scheme for efficient neural point selection.
For any neural points in the feature/point cloud, the scheme
searches for neighboring points and queries their K-nearest
neighbors. Second, to enhance navigation robustness, we
introduce a Separate-Then-United (STU) rendering scheme.
It utilizes hybrid rendering that integrates an efficient vol-
ume rendering with 3DGS to render high-level semantic
features and visual images with appearance-level informa-
tion. Our main contributions are highlighted as follows:
• Unified VLN-CE Pre-training Paradigm: We propose

UnitedVLN, a generalizable 3DGS-based pre-training
framework. It simultaneously renders both high-fidelity
360° visual images and semantic features from sparse
neural primitives, enabling the agent to effectively ex-
plore future environments in VLN-CE.

• Search-Then-Query Sampling Scheme: We present a
Search-Then-Query (STQ) sampling scheme for efficient
selection of neural primitives. For each 3D position, the
scheme searches for neighboring points and queries their
K-nearest neighbors, improving model efficiency and re-
source utilization.

• Separate-Then-United Rendering Scheme: We present
a Separate-Then-United (STU) rendering scheme that in-
tegrates an efficient volume rendering for predicting high-
level semantic features in NeRF and visual images with
appearance-level information in 3DGS, thereby enhanc-
ing the model’s robustness in complex scenes.

2. Related Work
Vision-and-Language Navigation (VLN). VLN [4, 26,
27, 38] recently has achieved significant advance and in-
creasingly introduced several proxy tasks, e.g., step-by-
step instructions [4, 27], dialogs-based navigation [43], and
object-based navigation [38, 54], et al. Among them, VLN
in the Continuous Environment (VLN-CE) [4, 13, 16, 42,
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Figure 2. Overall framework of UnitedVLN. UnitedVLN obtains full higher-fidelity 360° visual observations, i.e., visual images and
semantic features, through three stages: Initialization, Querying, and Rendering. In Initialization, it encodes the existing observed environ-
ments, i.e., visited and current observations, into the point cloud and feature cloud. In Querying, it adopts a Search-Then-Query sampling
(STQ) scheme for efficient neural points sampling. Specifically, for any neural points in the feature/point cloud, it searches for each point
in its neighborhood and queries its K-nearest points. Then, the sampled neural points in the feature/point cloud are fed into MLP to regress
neural radiance, volume density, and images/feature Gaussians, respectively. In Rendering, for the neural radiance and images/feature
Gaussians of the previous stage, it adopts a separate-then-united rendering (STU) scheme to render semantic features with high-level infor-
mation via NeRF, and the visual image (interacted by 3DGS-rendered feature) with appearance-level information via 3DGS. Finally, the
NeRF-rendered features and 3DGS-rendered image are integrated to ahead represent the semantic information in future environments.

49] entails an agent following instructions freely move to
the target destination in a continuous environment. Similar
to the general VLN in a discrete environment with perfect
pathways, many previous methods of VLN-CE are focused
on the visited environment [6, 7, 14, 19, 36], neglecting the
exploration of the future environment, causing poor perfor-
mance of navigation. Thus, some recent works [24, 46, 51]
attempt to ahead explore the future environment instead of
current observations, e.g., future RGB images or features.
However, these RGB-based or feature-based methods rely
on single-and-limited future observations [11, 30, 41, 45],
lacking appearance-level intuitive information or high-level
complicated semantic information. Different from them, we
propose a 3DGS-based paradigm named UnitedVLN that
obtains full higher-fidelity 360° visual observations (both
visual images and semantic features) for VLN-CE.

3D Scene Reconstruction. Recently, neural scene repre-
sentations have been introduced [23, 34, 35], such as Neu-
ral Radiance Fields (NeRF) [34] and 3D Gaussian Splitting
(3DGS) [23], advancing the progress in 3D scene recon-
struction. The more details can be found in [53]. Thus,
it attracts significant attention in the embodied AI commu-
nity [10, 28] and extends their tasks with NeRF. However,
NeRF typically requires frequent sampling points along the

ray and multiple accesses to the global MLPs, which heav-
ily intensifies the rendering time and makes it more chal-
lenging to generalization to unseen scenes. More recently,
3D Gaussian Splitting (3DGS) [23] utilizes 3D Gaussians
with learnable parameters, speeding up image rendering
through a tile-based rasterizer. It motivates us to leverage
3DGS to boost image rendering. To this end, we design a
3DGS-based VLN-CE model, which fully explores future
environments and generalizes an agent to unite understand-
ing of appearance-level intuitive information and high-level
semantic information.
3. Method
Task Setup. UnitedVLN focuses on the VLN-CE [26, 27]
task, where the agent is required to follow the natural in-
structions to reach the target location in the Continuous En-
vironment. The action space in VLN-CE consists of a set
of low-level actions, i.e., turn left 15 degrees, turn right 15
degrees, or move forward 0.25 meters. Following the stan-
dard panoramic VLN-CE setting [3, 17, 25], at each time
step t, the agent receives a 360° panoramic observations
that consists of 12 RGB images It = {rt,i}12i=1 and 12
depth images Dt = {dt,i}12i=1 surrounding its current lo-
cation (i.e., 12 view images with 30° each separation). For
each episode, it also receives a language instruction W , the
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agent needs to understand W , utilize panoramic observa-
tions of each step, and move to the target destination.

Overview of UnitedVLN. The framework of the pro-
posed UnitedVLN is shown in Figure 2. It is mainly through
three stages, i.e., Initialization, Querying, and Rendering.
In Initialization, it encodes the existing observed environ-
ments (i.e., visited and current observations) into the point
cloud and feature cloud (§ 3.1). In Querying, it efficiently
regresses feature radiance and volume density in NeRF and
images/feature Gaussians in 3DGS, with the assistance of
the proposed Search-Then-Query sampling (STQ) (§ 3.2).
In Rendering, it renders high-level semantic features via
volume rendering in NeRF and appearance-level visual im-
ages via splitting in 3DGS, through separate-then-united
rendering (STU) (§ 3.3). Finally, the NeRF-rendered fea-
tures and 3DGS-rendered features are aggregated to obtain
future environment representation for navigation.

3.1. Neural Point Initialization
During navigation, the agent gradually stores visual obser-
vations of each step online, by projecting visual observa-
tions, including current nodes and visited nodes, into point
cloud B and feature cloud M. Among them, M is uti-
lized to render high-level semantic features while B uses
more dense points with color to render intuitive appearance-
level information. Meanwhile, at each step, we also use
a pre-trained waypoint predictor [17] to predict navigable
candidate nodes, following the practice of prior VLN-CE
works [2, 3, 46]. Note that B and M share a similar way of
construction just different in projected subjects, i.e., images
(B) and feature map (M). Here, we omit the construction
of M for sake of readability. Please see for more details in
supplementary material about the construction of M.

Point Cloud B stores holistic appearances of observed
environments (e.g., current node and visited nodes), which
consists of pixel-level point positions and colors, as shown
in Figure 2. Specifically, at each time step t, we first use
12 RGB images It = {rt,i}12i=1 to enumeratively project
pixel colors {ct,i ∈ RH×W×3}12i=1, where H × W × 3
denotes RGB images resolution. For the sake of calcu-
lability, we omit all the subscripts (i, h, w) and denoted
it as l, where l ranges from 1 to L, and L = 12·H·W .
Then, we use Dt = {dt,i}12i=1 to obtain the point posi-
tions. Through camera extrinsic [R,T] and intrinsics K,
each pixel in the i-view image rt,i is mapped to its 3D world
position P t,l = [px, py, pz] using depth images dt,i, as

P t,l =
[
dt,lR

−1K−1
[
h w 1

]T −T
]T

. (1)

Based on this, in each step, we gradually perceive point
colors and their positions into the point cloud B, as

Bt = Bt−1 ∪ {[P t,j ,Ct,j ]}Jj=1. (2)

Similar to Eq. 1, we project feature maps extracted by
pre-trained CLIP-ViT-B [39] to obtain feature cloud M, as

Mt = Mt−1 ∪ {[Qt,u,Ht,u,θt,u, st,u]}Uj=1. (3)

Here, Qt,u and Ht,u denote 3D positions and grid embed-
ding in feature map, respectively. The θt,u and st,u denote
feature point directions and feature scales, respectively.

3.2. Search-Then-Query Sampling
Sampling in 3DGS. To obtain more representative points,
we filter low-information or noisy points in the source point
cloud B by two steps, i.e., point search and point query. In
the point search, we construct a KD-Tree [15] to represent
point occupancy via coarse grids. Initialize with threshold ϵ
to detect K nearest points by the matrix of distance Dkn:

Dkn = Dtree
oc

({
pi ∈ P

∣∣ doc(pi) < ϵ2
}
,K
)
, (4)

where doc(pi) denotes the square distance of pi the near-
est neighbor grid point, and Dtree

oc denotes K-nearest search
from occupancy tree. For these satisfied points filtered by
Eq. 4, we calculate the total distance (i.e., density) to its
neighbored points. Then, we query points with local max-
ima in the density distribution, which represent the most
representative and dense structural information. In this way,
the dense points P is reformulated to sparse new points P

′
:

P
′
=

{
qi

∣∣∣∣∣ i ∈ Γ

(
1∑

j Dij

)
∪ Λ

(
1∑

j Dij

)}
, (5)

where Dij denotes the distance between the i-th query
point and its j-th neighbor. The Γ and Λ denote density
and peak selection functions, respectively.

Based on P
′

and their colors C
′
, we use a multi-input

and single-output UNet-like architecture [47] to encode
points with different scales to obtain neural descriptors F

′

p.
Then, we regress it to several Gaussian properties: rotation
R ∈ R4, scale factor S ∈ R3 and opacity α ∈ [0, 1], as

R,S, α = N(Hr(F
′

p)),E(Hs(F
′

p)),S(Ho(F
′

p)). (6)

Here Hr, Hs, and Ho denote three different MLPs to pre-
dict corresponding properties of Gaussian. The N, E, and S
denote normalization operation, exponential function, and
sigmoid function, respectively. We also use the neural de-
scriptors P

′
to replace colors to obtain feature Gaussians,

following point-rendering practice [47]. Thus, the images
Gaussians G△ and feature Gaussians G▽ are formulated as

G△,G▽ = {R,S, α,P
′
,C ′}, {R,S, α,P

′
,F

′

p}. (7)

Sampling in NeRF. For each point q along the ray, we
then use KD-Tree [15] to search k-nearest features {hk}Kk=1

within a certain radius R in M. Based on {hk}Kk=1, for
the feature point pq , we use a MLP φ1 to aggregate a new

feature vector f
′

q that represent point q local content as,
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f q,h = φ1(f q,pq − hk), (8)

f
′

q =

K∑
k

sk
wk∑
wk

f q,h, wk =
1

∥hk − pq∥
. (9)

Here, wk denotes inverse distance, which makes closer neu-
ral points contribute more to the sampled point computa-
tion, sk denotes feature scales (cf. in Eq. 17), f q denotes
feature embedding of pq , and hk − pq denotes the rela-
tive position of pq to hk. Then, through two MLPs φ2 and
φ3, we regress the view-dependent feature radiance r and σ
with the given view direction θk and feature scale sk of hk.

r = φ2(f
′

q, θk), (10)

σ =
∑
i

φ3
(
f q,h

)
γi

wi∑
i wi

, wi =
1∥∥hk − pq

∥∥ . (11)

3.3. Separate-Then-United Rendering
As shown in Figure 2, we render future observations, i.e.,
the feature map (in NeRF branch), image and feature map
(in 3DGS branch). Specifically, by leveraging the differ-
entiable rasterizer, we first render image/feature Gaussian
parameters (cf. in Eq. 19) to image/feature map Ig/F g as,

Ig,F g = Raster{G△}, Raster{G▽}. (12)

Note that Ig can maintain well quality with sufficient
points. However, when the point sparsely distributes over
the space, the representation ability of corresponding Gaus-
sians is constrained, especially in complicated local areas,
resulting in low-quality visual representation [47]. In con-
trast, F g contains rich context information to describe local
geometric structures with various scales. In other words,
F g can be treated as a complement to Ig . Therefore, we use
multi-head cross-attention (CA) to replenish context from
F g into Ig , for promoting representation. To sum up, the
aggregation representation frf

g can be formulated as,

frf
g = CA(φg1(Ig), φg2(F g), φg2(F g)), (13)

where φg1 and φg2 denote two visual encoder of CLIP-ViT-
B [39] for encoding image and feature map.

In NeRF branch, with the obtained feature radiance r and
volume density σ of sampled points along the ray, we render
the future feature F f by using the volume rendering [34].
Similarly, we use the encoder φf of Transformer [44] to ex-
tract the feature embedding fn for F f in NeRF, as

ff
n = φf(F f ). (14)

To improve navigation robustness, we aggregate future
feature embedding frf

g (cf. in Eq. 13) and ff
n (cf. in Eq. 14)

as a view representation of future environment. In this way,
we aggregate all 12 future-view embeddings F future via av-
erage pooling and project them to a future node. Finally,
we use a feed-forward network (FFN) to predict navigation

scores between the candidate node F candidate and the future
node F future in the topological map, following practices of
previous methods [3, 51]. Note that the scores for visited
nodes are masked to avoid agent unnecessary repeated vis-
its. Based on navigation goal scores, we select a navigation
path with a maximum score, as

Spath = {Max([FFN(F candidate),FFN(F future)]}. (15)

3.4. Objective Function
According to the stage of VLN-CE, UnitedVLN mainly has
two objectives, i.e., one aims to achieve better render qual-
ity of images and features (cf. Eq 12) in the pre-training
stage and the other is for better navigation performance (cf.
Eq 15) in the training stage. Please see in supplementary
material for details about the setting of objective loss.

4. Experiment
4.1. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics
Datasets. To improve the rendered quality of images and
features, we first pre-train the proposed 3DGS-based Unit-
edVLN on the large-scale indoor HM-3D dataset. Follow-
ing the practice of prior VLN-CE works [3, 17, 46], we eval-
uate our UnitedVLN two VLN-CE public benchmarks, i.e,
R2R-CE [26] and RxR-CE [27]. Please see supplementary
material for more details about the illustration of datasets.

Evaluation Metrics. Following standard protocols in pre-
vious methods [3, 46, 51], we use several metrics in VLN-
CE for evaluating our UnitedVLN performance of naviga-
tion: Navigation Error (NE), Success Rate (SR), Oracle stop
policy (OSR), Normalized inverse of the Path Length (SPL),
Normalized Dynamic Time Warping (nDTW), and Success
weighted by normalized Dynamic Time Warping (SDTW).

4.2. Implementation Details
Our UnitedVLN adopts a pertaining-then-finetuning train
paradigm, which first pre-training a generalized 3DGS to
regress future observations, then generalizes it to the agent
for VLN-CE in an inference way. Please see in supplemen-
tary material about settings of pre-training and training.

4.3. Comparison to State-of-the-Art Methods
Table 1 and 2 show the performance of UnitedVLN com-
pared with the state-of-the-art methods on the R2R-CE and
RxR-CE benchmarks respectively. Overall, UnitedVLN
achieves SOTA results in the majority of metrics, proving its
effectiveness from diverse perspectives. As demonstrated
in Table 1, on the R2R-CE dataset, our method outperforms
the SOTA method (i.e., HNR [51]): +1% on SR and +3%
on OSR for the val unseen split; +1% on SR and -1.2% on
NE for the test unseen split. Meanwhile, as illustrated in
Table 2, the proposed method also achieves improvements
in the metrics on the RxR-CE dataset.
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Methods Val Seen Val Unseen Test Unseen
NE↓ OSR↑ SR↑ SPL↑ NE↓ OSR↑ SR↑ SPL↑ NE↓ OSR↑ SR↑ SPL↑

CM2 [14] 6.10 51 43 35 7.02 42 34 28 7.70 39 31 24
WS-MGMap [6] 5.65 52 47 43 6.28 48 39 34 7.11 45 35 28
Sim-2-Sim [25] 4.67 61 52 44 6.07 52 43 36 6.17 52 44 37
ERG [48] 5.04 61 46 42 6.20 48 39 35 - - - -
CWP-CMA [17] 5.20 61 51 45 6.20 52 41 36 6.30 49 38 33
CWP-RecBERT [17] 5.02 59 50 44 5.74 53 44 39 5.89 51 42 36
GridMM [50] 4.21 69 59 51 5.11 61 49 41 5.64 56 46 39
Reborn [1] 4.34 67 59 56 5.40 57 50 46 5.55 57 49 45
Ego2-Map [18] - - - - 4.94 - 52 46 5.54 56 47 41
Dreamwalker [46] 4.09 66 59 48 5.53 59 49 44 5.48 57 49 44
Energy [31] 3.90 73 68 59 4.69 65 58 50 5.08 64 56 48
BEVBert [2] - - - - 4.57 67 59 50 4.70 67 59 50
ETPNav [3] 3.95 72 66 59 4.71 65 57 49 5.12 63 55 48
HNR [51] 3.67 76 69 61 4.42 67 61 51 4.81 67 58 50
UnitedVLN (Ours) 3.30 78 70 62 4.29 70 62 51 4.69 68 59 49

Table 1. Evaluation on the R2R-CE dataset.

Methods Val Seen Val Unseen
NE↓ SR↑ SPL↑ NDTW↑ SDTW↑ NE↓ SR↑ SPL↑ NDTW↑ SDTW↑

CWP-CMA [17] - - - - - 8.76 26.6 22.2 47.0 -
CWP-RecBERT [17] - - - - - 8.98 27.1 22.7 46.7 -
Reborn [1] 5.69 52.4 45.5 66.3 44.5 5.98 48.6 42.1 63.4 41.8
ETPNav [3] 5.03 61.5 50.8 66.4 51.3 5.64 54.8 44.9 61.9 45.3
HNR [51] 4.85 63.7 53.2 68.8 52.8 5.51 56.4 46.7 63.6 47.2
UnitedVLN (Ours) 4.71 64.9 53.8 69.9 53.5 5.49 57.7 47.1 64.0 47.8

Table 2. Evaluation on the RxR-CE dataset.

Methods NE↓ OSR↑ SR↑ SPL↑
A1 (Base) 4.73 64.9 57.6 46.5
A2 (Base + STQ + NeRF Rendering) 4.45 67.8 61.4 49.9
A3 (Base + STQ + 3DGS Rendering) 4.37 68.4 61.9 50.6
A4 (Base + STU) 4.31 69.3 62.0 50.4
A5 (Base + STQ + STU) 4.29 70.0 62.4 51.1

Table 3. Ablation study of each component of UnitedVLN model.

Specifically, compared with Dreamwalker [46] that
shares a partial idea of UnitedVLN to predict future visual
images in Table 1, our UnitedVLN model achieves perfor-
mance gains of about 11% on SR for all splits. Our Unit-
edVLN supplements the future environment with high-level
semantic information, which is better than Dreamwalker de-
pending on a single visual image. Compared with HNR,
we still outperform its SR and OSR on the val unseen set,
which relies on future features of environments but lacks
appearance-level intuitive information. It proves that Unit-
edVLN can effectively improve navigation performance by
uniting future appearance-level information (visual images)
and high-level semantics (features).

4.4. Ablation Study
We conduct extensive ablation experiments to validate key

Methods NE↓ OSR↑ SR↑ SPL↑
B1 (ETPNav) 4.71 64.8 57.2 49.2
B2 (UnitedVLNETPNav) 4.25 67.6 58.9 49.8
B3 (HNR) 4.42 67.4 60.7 51.3
B4 (UnitedVLNHNR) 4.29 70.1 62.4 51.1

Table 4. Generalization analysis of UnitedVLN among different
VLN-CE models.

designs of UnitedVLN. Results are reported on the R2R-
CE val unseen split with a more complex environment and
difficulty, and the best results are highlighted.

Effect on each component of UnitedVLN. In this part,
we analyze the effect of each component in UnitedVLN.
As illustrated in Table 3, A1 (Base) denotes performance
of baseline model. Compared with A1, the performance
gain of A2 is improved when equipped with future envi-
ronmental features via NeRF rendering. Compared with
A1, the navigation performance gain of A3 is also extended
when equipped with 3DGS rendering on the Eq. 13, which
validates the effectiveness of learning appearance-level in-
formation (visual images). Compared with A5, the per-
formance of A4 (Base + STU) is decreased when remove
point sampling in STQ. It proves that STQ can effectively
enhance the performance of navigation by performing effi-

6



2

3 1

2

3 1

Instruction: Walk passed the dining table and continue towards the kitchen. Walk through the kitchen passed the counters and stove and stop near the sink.

: Visited node
: Current node
: Candidate  node

(a) Baseline (b) Our UnitedVLN

: Visited node
: Current node
: Candidate  node
: Future node (√)

1.66 1.60

0.29

1.890.53

0.71

2

3

1

Figure 3. Visualization example of navigation strategy on the val unseen split of the R2R-CE dataset. (a) denotes the navigation strategy
of the baseline model. (b) denotes the RGB-united-Feature exploration strategy of our unitedVLN.

Methods Pre-train stage Train stage

C1 (HNR) 2.21s (0.452Hz) 2.11s (0.473Hz)
C2 (UnitedVLN) 0.036s (27.78Hz) 0.032s (31.25Hz)

Table 5. Runtime analysis measured on one NVIDIA RTX 3090.
Extractors NE↓ OSR↑ SR↑ SPL↑
D1 (ViT-B/16-ImageNet [9]) 4.37 69.8 61.5 50.6
D2 (ViT-B/16-CLIP [39]) 4.29 70.0 62.4 51.1

Table 6. Ablation study of the different extractors of 3DGS branch.

cient neural point sampling. From the results in A5, when
we combine features from NeRF rendering and 3DGS ren-
dering on Section 3.3 and efficient sampling in STQ, it
further improves and achieves the best performance, by
+5.1(%) on OSR. To sum up, all components in UnitedVLN
can jointly improve the VLN-CE performance.

Effect on numbers of K-nearest on point sampling.
Figure 5 shows the effect of point sampling with different
numbers of k-nearest features on SR accuracy. We set K
∈ {1, 8, 16, 32} for investigation, and K stabilizes from 8
and converges to the best performance at 16. Here, we select
K = 16 in NeRF/3DGS sampling. It can be found that when
K is set to smaller than 16 or larger than 16, the accuracy
of navigation decreases slightly. Nevertheless, a larger or
smaller number in a moderate range is acceptable since con-
textual information is aggregated by K-nearest sampling.

Effect on generalizability to other VLN-CE model.
Table 4 illustrates the performance of our proposed
3DGS-based paradigms to generalize two recent-and-
representative VLN-CE models, i.e., ETPNav [3] and
HNR [51], when train the agent to execute VLN-CE task.
Compared with B1, our B2 (UnitedVLNETPNav) assembled
the future environment with visual images and semantic
features achieves significant performance gains for all met-

# Lr
1 Lr

2 Lr
ssim Lf

2 NE↓ OSR↑ SR↑ SPL↑
E1: ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ 4.68 67.9 60.4 47.9
E2: ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ 4.59 67.7 60.5 47.6
E3: ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ 4.47 68.2 60.7 48.1
E4: ✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 4.33 68.7 61.6 50.6
E5: ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 4.29 70.0 62.4 51.1

Table 7. Ablation study of the different loss in UnitedVLN model.

rics. Similarly, it also improves the navigation performance
when generalizing our 3DGS-based paradigms to HNR
model. It proves that our proposed 3DGS-based paradigms
can generalize other VLN-CE models and achieve perfor-
mance gains for them.

Effect on speed of image rendering. Table 5 illustrates
speed comparisons of image rendering of our UntedVLN
with HNR (the SOTA model) on the stage of pre-training
and training. For a fair comparison, we fix the same ex-
periment setting with HNR. As shown in Table 5, Unted-
VLN rendering speed is about 63× faster than HNR for all
stages: our 0.036s (27.78Hz) vs. HNR 2.21s (0.452Hz) for
the pre-training stage; our 0.032s (31.25Hz) vs. HNR 2.11s
(0.473Hz) for the training stage. It proves that UnitedVLN
achieves better visual representation with faster rendering.

Effect of different feature extractors on rendering. Ta-
ble 6 illustrates the performance comparison of UnitedVLN
using different feature extractors to encode the rendered im-
age and feature map (cf. Eq. 12) to feature embedding.
Here, D1 (ImageNet-ViT-B/16) and D2 (ViT-B/16-CLIP)
denote performance using the different pre-trained dataset,
i.e., ImageNet [9] and CLIP [39]. As shown in Table 6, D2
achieves better performance compared with D1. The reason
for performance gain on D2 may CLIP encodes more se-
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Figure 4. Visualization example of RGB reconstruction for candidate locations using the UnitedVLN model. “GT” and “Pred” denote
ground-truth images and rendered images by our pre-training method, respectively.
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Figure 5. Ablation study of numbers of K in NeRF and 3DGS.

mantics due to large-scale image-text matching while lack-
ing diverse visual concepts on ImageNet. Thus, we use ViT-
B/16-CLIP as the feature extractor, enhancing the semantics
of navigation representation.
Effect of multi-loss on rendering. Table 4 illustrates
the performance of the proposed UnitedVLN using diverse
losses to pre-train, i.e., Lr

1, Lr
2, Lr

ssim, and Lf
2 . Among

them, i.e., Lr
1, and Lr

2, Lr
ssim are adopted use optime ren-

dered RGB images for colors and geometry, while Lf
2 is

for feature similarity. Here, E1 - E5 denote compositions
using different loss functions, and E5 achieves the best per-
formance due to jointly optimizing RGB images with better
colors and geometric structure, and features with semantics.
4.5. Qualitative Analysis
Visualization Example of rendering. To validate the ef-
fect of pre-training UnitedVLN on rendering image qual-
ity, we visualize several 360° panoramic observations sur-
rounding its current location (i.e., 12 view images with 30°
separation each). Here, we report each view comparison be-
tween rendered images and ground-truth images, as shown
in Figure 6. As shown in Figure 6, the rendered image not
only reconstructs the colors and geometry of the real image
but even the bright details of the material (e.g., reflections
on a smooth wooden floor). This proves the effect of pre-
training UnitedVLN for generalizing high-quality images.

Visualization Example of Navigation. To validate the
effect of UnitedVLN for effective navigation, we report

the comparison of navigation strategy between the base-
line model (revised ETPNav) and Our UnitedVLN. Here,
we also report each node navigation score for a better view.
As shown in Figure 3, the baseline model suffers navigation
error as it obtains limited observations by relying on current
waypoint while our UnitedVLN achieves correct decision-
marking of navigation by full future explorations that aggre-
gate intuitive appearances and complicated semantics infor-
mation. This proves the effect of RGB-united-feature future
representations, improving the performance of VLN-CE.

5. Conclusion and Discussion
Conclusion. We introduce UnitedVLN, a generalizable
3DGS-based pre-training paradigm for improving Contin-
uous Vision-and-Language Navigation (VLN-CE). It pur-
sues full future environment representations by simulta-
neously rendering the visual images the semantic features
with higher-quality 360° from sparse neural points. United-
VLN has two insightful schemes, i.e., Search-Then-Query
sampling (STQ) scheme, and separate-then-united render-
ing (STU) scheme. For improving model efficiency, STQ
searches for each point only in its neighborhood and queries
its K-nearest points. For improving model robustness, STU
aggregate appearance by splatting in 3DGS and semantics
information by volume-rendering in NeRF for robust nav-
igation. Extensive experiments on two VLN-CE bench-
marks demonstrate that UnitedVLN significantly outper-
forms state-of-the-art models.
Discussion. Some recent work (e.g., HNR [51]) share
the same spirit of using future environment rendering but
there are some distinct differences: 1) There are different
paradigms (3DGS vs. NeRF). 2) There are different fu-
ture explorations (RGB-united-feature vs. feature), where
continuous image prediction in a way that humans can un-
derstand makes the agent’s behaviors in each step more
interpretable. 3) There are different scalability (efficient-
and-fast rendering vs. inefficient-and-slow rendering).
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For the proposed UnitedVLN framework, this is a new
paradigm that focuses on the full future environment rep-
resentation besides just rough on single-and-limited fea-
tures or images. Both STQ and STU are plug-and-play
for enforcing sampling and rendering. This well matches
our intention, contributing feasible modules like STQ and
STU in the embodied AI. One more thing, we hope this
paradigm can encourage further investigation of the idea
“dreaming future and doing now”.
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UnitedVLN: Generalizable Gaussian Splatting for Continuous Vision-Language
Navigation

Supplementary Material

This document provides more details of our method, ex-
perimental details and visualization examples, which are
organized as follows:
• Model Details (cf. § A);
• Experiment Details (cf. § B);
• Visualization Example (cf. § C).
• Discussion Analysis (cf. § D).
The anonymous code of UnitedVLN is available: https:

//anonymous.4open.science/r/UnitedVLN-08B6/

A. Model Details
A.1. Details of Feature Cloud.
Feature cloud M focuses on fine-grained contexts of ob-
served environments, consisting of neural-point positions
and grid features of features map. Following HNR [51],
we use a pre-trained CLIP-ViT-B [39] model to extract grid
features {ht,i ∈ RH

′
×W

′
×D

′

}12i=1, for 12 observed RGB
images Rt = {rt,i}12i=1 at time step t. Here, H

′ ×W
′ ×D

′

denotes the resolution of feature maps extracted by CLIP.
For the sake of calculability, we omit all the subscripts
(i, h

′
, w

′
) and denote its as u, where u ranges from 1 to

U , and U = 12·H ′ ·W ′
. Then, each grid feature gt,u ∈ RD

in M is mapped to its 3D world position Qt,j = [qx, qy, qz]
following the mapping in Eq. 1. Besides the horizontal ori-
entation θt,j , we also calculate size grid feature scale st,j
using camera’s horizontal field-of-view ΘHFOV , as follows

st,u = 1/W
′
· [tan(ΘHFOV /2) · dt,u], (16)

where W
′

is the width of the features maps extracted by the
CLIP-ViT-B for each image. In this way, all these grid fea-
tures and their spatial position of feature maps are perceived
in the feature cloud M:

Mt = Mt−1 ∪ {[Qt,u,Ht,u,θt,u, st,u]}Uj=1. (17)

A.2. Details of Pcd U-Net.
As shown in Fig. 6, we utilize a multi-input and single-
output UNet-like architecture (Pcd U-Net) to encode points
in the point cloud with different scales to obtain neural de-
scriptors. Specifically, the UNet-like architecture has three
set abstractions (SA) and three feature propagations (FP)
including multilayer perceptron (MLP), point-voxel convo-
lution (PVC) [33], Grouper block (in SA) [37], and Nearest-
Neighbor-Interpolation (NNI). Through the above modules,
we downsample the original point cloud with decreasing

rates and concatenate the downsampled point clouds with
different levels of feature maps as extra inputs. Thus, the
neural descriptors F

′

p can formulated as,

F
′

p = U((P
′
,C

′
), (P

′
,C

′
)↓r1 , (P

′
,C

′
)↓r2), (18)

where the U denotes UNet-based extractor network for
point cloud. And, the P

′
and C

′
denote sampled point co-

ordinates and colors (cf. in Eq. 5). The ↓ represents a uni-
form downsampling operation and r denotes the sampling
rate where r1 > r2. This operation allows the extractor to
identify features across various scales and receptive fields.
The obtained single output feature vector serves as the de-
scriptor for all points.

After that, with the obtained neural descriptors, coordi-
nates as well as colors, we use different heads to regress the
corresponding Gaussian properties in a point-wise manner.
As shown in Fig. 6, the image Gaussian regressor contains
three independent heads, such as convolutions and corre-
sponding activation functions, i.e., rotation quaternion (R),
scale factor (S), and opacity (α). Meanwhile, in this way,
we use the neural descriptors P

′
to replace colors and ob-

tain feature Gaussians, following general point-rendering
practice [47]. Thus, the images Gaussians G△ and feature
Gaussians G▽ in the 3DGS branch can be formulated as,

G△,G▽ = {R,S, α,P
′
,C ′}, {R,S, α,P

′
,F

′

p}. (19)

A.3. Details of Volume Rendering.
We set the k-nearest search radius R as 1 meter, and the
radius R̂ for sparse sampling strategy is also set as 1 meter.
The rendered ray is uniformly sampled from 0 to 10 meters,
and the number of sampled points is set as 256.

A.4. Details of Gaussian Splatting.
3DGS is an explicit representation approach for 3D scenes,
parameterizing the scene as a set of 3D Gaussian primitives,
where each 3D Gaussian is characterized by a full 3D co-
variance matrix Σ, its center point x, and the spherical har-
monic (SH). The Gaussian’s mean value is expressed as:

G(x) = e−
1
2 (x)

TΣ−1(x). (20)

To enable optimization via backpropagation, the covariance
matrix Σ could be decomposed into a rotation matrix (R)
and a scaling matrix (S), as

Σ = RSSTRT . (21)
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Figure 6. Architecture of Point cloud U-Net. It mainly consists of four stages: point cloud downsampling; set abstractions (SA); point-
voxel convolution (PVC) and Gaussian properties prediction.

Given the camera pose, the projection of the 3D Gaussians
to the 2D image plane can be characterized by a view trans-
form matrix (W ) and the Jacobian of the affine approxima-
tion of the projective transformation (J), as,

Σ
′
= JWΣWTJT (22)

where the Σ
′

is the covariance matrix in 2D image planes.
Thus, the α-blend of N ordered points overlapping a pixel
is utilized to compute the final color C of the pixel:

C =
∑
i∈N

ciαi

i−1∏
j=1

(1− αj) (23)

where ci and αi denote the color and density of the pixel
with corresponding Gaussian parameters.

A.5. Objective Function
According to the stage of VLN-CE, UnitedVLN mainly has
two objectives, i.e., one aims to achieve better render qual-
ity of images and features (cf. Eq 12) in the pre-training
stage and the other is for better navigation performance (cf.
Eq 15) in the training stage. The details are as follows.

Pre-training Loss. For the rendered image (cf. Eq. 12),
we use Lr

1 and Lr
2 loss to constrain the color similarity be-

tween the ground-truth image by calculating its L1 distance
and L2 distance in the pixel domain. In addition, we also
use SSIM loss Lr

ssim to constrain geometric structures be-
tween rendered images and ground-truth images. And, the
aggregated rendered features (cf. Eq. 14 and Eq. 13) use Lf

2

to constrain cosine similarity between ground-truth features
extracted by the ground-truth image with pre-trained image

encoder of CLIP. Thus, all pre-training loss in this paper can
be formulated as follows:

Lpretrain = Lr
1 + Lr

2 + Lr
ssim + Lf

2 . (24)

Training Loss. For training VLN-CE agent, we use the
pre-trained model of the previous stage to generalize future
visual images and features in an inference way. Following
the practice of previous methods [51, 52], with the soft tar-
get supervision Asoft, the goal scores in navigation (cf. in
Eq. 15) are constrained by the cross-entropy (CE) loss:

Lnav = CE(Spath,Asoft). (25)

B. Experimental Details

B.1. Datasets

To improve the rendered quality of images and features, we
first pre-train the proposed 3DGS-based UnitedVLN on the
large-scale indoor HM-3D dataset. Following the practice
of prior VLN-CE works [3, 17, 46], we evaluate our Unit-
edVLN two VLN-CE public benchmarks, i.e, R2R-CE [26]
and RxR-CE [27].

R2R-CE [26] is derived from the discrete Matterport3D
environments [5] based on the Habitat simulator [40], en-
suring the VLN agent to navigate in the continuous envi-
ronments. The horizontal field-of-view and the turning an-
gle are 90◦ and 15◦, respectively. It provides step-by-step
language instructions, and the average length of instructions
is 32 words.

RxR-CE [27] is an extensive multilingual VLN dataset,
containing 126K instructions across English, Hindi, and

2



Instruction: Turn right and walk straight until you are standing in a bedroom door, then stop.

(a) ETPNav (Baseline method) (b) Our UnitedVLN

0.59

0.51

0.24 0.89

0.17

0.32

: Visited node
: Current node
: Candidate  node

: Visited node
: Current node
: Candidate  node
: Future node (√)

Figure 7. Visualization example of navigation strategy on the val unseen split of the R2R-CE dataset. (a) denotes the navigation strategy
of ETPnav (Baseline method). (b) denotes the RGB-united-Feature exploration strategy of our unitedVLN.

Telugu. The dataset includes diverse trajectory lengths, av-
eraging 15 meters, making navigation in continuous envi-
ronments more challenging. In this dataset, The horizontal
field-of-view and the turning angle are 79◦ and 30◦, respec-
tively.

B.2. Settings of Pre-training.
The UnitedVLN model is pre-trained in large-scale
HM3D [40] dataset with 800 training scenes. Specifically,
we randomly select a starting location in the scene and ran-
domly move to a navigable candidate location at each step.
At each step, up to 3 unvisited candidate locations are ran-
domly picked to predict a future view in a random horizon-
tal orientation and render semantic features via NeRF and
image/feature via 3DGS.

On the 3DGS branch, the resolution of rendered images
and features are 224 × 224 × 3 and 224 × 224 × 768,
which are then fed to the visual encoder of CLIP-ViT-
B/16 [39] to extract corresponding feature embeddings, i.e.,
fr
g ∈ R1×768 and ff

g ∈ R1×768. Similarly, we use the
encoder φf of Transformer [44] to extract the feature em-
bedding fn ∈ R1×768 in NeRF. During pre-training, the
horizontal field-of-view of each view is set as 90◦. The
maximum number of action steps per episode is set to 15.

Using 8 Nvidia Tesla A800 GPUs, the UnitedVLN model
is pre-trained with a batch size of 4 and a learning rate 1e-4
for 20k episodes.

B.3. Settings of the Training.
Settings of R2R-CE dataset. For R2R-CE, we revise
ETPNav [3] model as our baseline VLN model, where the
baseline model initializes with the parameters of ETPNav
model trained in the R2R-CE dataset. The UnitedVLN
model is trained over 20k episodes on 4 NVIDIA Tesla
A800 GPUs, employing a batch size of 8 and a learning
rate of 1e-5.
Settings of RxR-CE dataset. Similarly, in RxR-CE, the
baseline VLN model is initialized with the parameters of
ETPNav [3] model trained in the RxR-CE dataset. The
UnitedVLN model is trained over 100k episodes on 4
NVIDIA Tesla A800 GPUs, employing a batch size of 8
and a learning rate of 1e-5.

C. Visualization Example
Visualization Example of Navigation. To validate the
effect of UnitedVLN for effective navigation in a contin-
uous environment, we report the visualization comparison

3



Instruction: Walk down the hall and make a left at the end and stop at the first room on the right. Wait in the 
entryway of the room with the two couches.

(a) HNR (SOTA method) (b) Our UnitedVLN

: Visited node
: Current node
: Candidate  node
: Future node (×)

: Visited node
: Current node
: Candidate  node
: Future node (√)
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Figure 8. Visualization example of navigation strategy on the val unseen split of the R2R-CE dataset. (a) denotes the navigation strategy
of HNR (SOTA method). (b) denotes the RGB-united-Feature exploration strategy of our unitedVLN.

of navigation strategy between the baseline model (revised
ETPNav) and Our UnitedVLN. Here, we also report each
node navigation score for a better view, as shown in Fig-
ure 7. As shown in Figure 7, the baseline model achieves
navigation error as obtains limited observations by relying
on a pre-trained waypoint model [17] while our United-
VLN achieves correct decision-marking of navigation by
obtaining full future explorations by aggregating intuitive
appearances and complicated semantics information. In ad-
dition, we also visualize a comparison of navigation strat-
egy between the HNR [51] (SOTA method) and Our Unit-
edVLN. Compared to HNR relying on limited future fea-
tures, our UnitedVLN instead aggregates intuitive appear-
ances and complicated semantics information for decision-
making and achieving correct navigation. This proves the
effect of RGB-united-feature future representations, im-
proving the performance of VLN-CE.

D. Discussion Analysis
Discuss the limitations of 3DGS. While 3DGS enables
efficient rendering through view-space z-coordinate sort-
ing, this sorting mechanism can introduce popping artifacts
(sudden color changes) during camera rotations due to shifts

in relative primitive depths. Additionally, Gaussian switch-
ing may lead to loss of fine details. In the future, we will
explore more advanced Gaussian representations and opti-
mization techniques to avoid popping artifacts and Gaussian
switching.

Discuss the role of rendering images. In our method, it
is possible to render semantic features directly using 3DGS
or NeRF but achieve suboptimal performance. Our design
stems from three key findings: 1) Although the predicted
RGB images and feature maps are finally encoded to fea-
tures, the features after RGB encoder and directly rendered
features are similar in semantics but differ in appearance
details (RGB retains more complete appearance-level de-
tails compared with high-level features of directly using
3DGS/NeRF rendering) 2) Our performance gain mainly
drives from multi-source representation fusion (cf. Table 3
of “Base + STQ + STU”), i.e., low-level RGB (in 3DGS),
middle-level semantics (in 3DGS), and high-level semantics
(in NeRF), which improves the agent robustness for com-
plicated environments 3) The future visual images created
by 3DGS explain the intention of UnitedVLN in a way that
human can understand, making agent behaviors more inter-
pretable in each navigation step of decision-making.
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