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Abstract

We introduce LOcc, an effective and generalizable frame-
work for open-vocabulary occupancy (OVO) prediction.
Previous approaches typically supervise the networks
through coarse voxel-to-text correspondences via image
features as intermediates or noisy and sparse correspon-
dences from voxel-based model-view projections. To al-
leviate the inaccurate supervision, we propose a seman-
tic transitive labeling pipeline to generate dense and fine-
grained 3D language occupancy ground truth. Our pipeline
presents a feasible way to dig into the valuable seman-
tic information of images, transferring text labels from im-
ages to LiDAR point clouds and utimately to voxels, to es-
tablish precise voxel-to-text correspondences. By replac-
ing the original prediction head of supervised occupancy
models with a geometry head for binary occupancy states
and a language head for language features, LOcc effec-
tively uses the generated language ground truth to guide
the learning of 3D language volume. Through extensive ex-
periments, we demonstrate that our semantic transitive la-
beling pipeline can produce more accurate pseudo-labeled
ground truth, diminishing labor-intensive human annota-
tions. Additionally, we validate LOcc across various archi-
tectures, where all models consistently outperform state-of-
the-art zero-shot occupancy prediction approaches on the
Occ3D-nuScenes dataset. Notably, even based on the sim-
pler BEVDet model, with an input resolution of 256 × 704,
LOcc-BEVDet achieves an mIoU of 20.29, surpassing pre-
vious approaches that rely on temporal images, higher-
resolution inputs, or larger backbone networks. The code
for the proposed method is available.

1. Introduction

Vision-based occupancy prediction aims to estimate both
the complete scene geometry and semantics using only im-
age inputs, which serves as a critical foundation for various

*Corresponding author.

(a) Human-annotated ground
truth

(b) Voxel-based model-view
projection

(c) Image features as
intermediates

(d) Semantic transitive labeling
(ours)

Figure 1. Comparison of Pseudo-Labeled 3D Language Oc-
cupancy Ground Truth From Different Pipelines. Human-
annotated ground truth requires substantial human effort. Voxel-
based model-view projection (b) often introduces labeling errors
for occluded voxels, while using image features as intermediates
(c) leads to coarse voxel-to-text correspondences. In contrast, our
semantic transitive labeling pipeline (d) presents a feasible way to
dig into the valuable semantic information of images, transferring
texts from images to LiDAR point clouds and ultimately to voxels,
producing dense and fine-grained 3D language occupancy ground
truth, diminishing laborious human annotations.

3D perception tasks, such as autonomous driving [10, 20],
embodied agent [33], mapping and planning [38]. Exist-
ing supervised occupancy prediction approaches [24, 30,
31, 34, 36] are generally constrained to predicting a fixed
set of semantic categories, as the dense occupancy ground
truth is generated by merging multi-frame LiDAR point
clouds with semantic annotations. In this process, human
annotators must label each point across thousands of Li-
DAR frames with a semantic class, which remains highly
labor-intensive and costly. Instead, open-vocabulary oc-
cupancy (OVO) facilitates predicting the occupancy with
arbitrary sets of vocabularies using only unlabeled image-
LiDAR data for training [32, 47].
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Due to the lack of large-scale 3D occupancy datasets
with language annotations, distilling knowledge from
vision-language models [4, 17, 28, 32, 47] into the occu-
pancy prediction network presents a viable solution. How-
ever, the performance of such approaches remains subopti-
mal, and often demands much computational cost.

To address these issues, we revisit two core aspects for
OVO: label transferring process to bridge the gap between
language and 3D data, and reconstruction process to assign
each voxel a text label. For the label transferring process,
using image features from the pretrained vision-language
models as intermediates [4, 32] and aligning 3D features
with them is a straightforward way to establish indirect cor-
respondences between 3D data and texts. Nevertheless,
these vision-language approaches force the vision encoder
to align with scene- or region-level texts [28] or produce
low-resolution feature maps [40], which lack precise guid-
ance required for pixel-level understanding, resulting coarse
voxel-to-text correspondences. Regarding the reconstruc-
tion process, previous approaches [32, 47] generally treat
all the voxels as surface ones, and project them onto cur-
rent frames to obtain 3D semantic pseudo labels. But this
voxel-based model-view projection overlooks the occlusion
problem, leading to noisy and sparse voxel-to-text corre-
spondences.

In this work, we propose a semantic transitive label-
ing pipeline to generate dense and fine-grained 3D language
occupancy ground truth, relieving laborious procedures. In
the label transferring process, we use large vision-language
models (LVLM)[1, 2, 21] and open-vocabulary segmenta-
tion models (OV-Seg)[8, 39, 40] to assign text labels to each
pixel, producing high-resolution segmentation maps. Then,
through the projection of LiDAR points, the text labels are
transferred to the LiDAR points, bridging the gap between
3D data and texts. In the reconstruction process, we model
the occlusion relationships of the point clouds during the
projection, preventing the wrong label assignment of voxel-
based model-view projection. With the pseudo-labeled Li-
DAR data, we reconstruct a temporally dense scene by
merging multi-frame LiDAR points to obtain a dense 3D
spatial representation. Furthermore, to reduce the impact
of segmentation noise from individual frames, we apply
majority-voting voxelization to assign the most frequent la-
bel to each voxel. The resulting ground truth enhances 3D
language supervision for open-vocabulary occupancy net-
works, as illustrated in Fig. 1.

Based on the semantic transitive labeling pipeline, we
devise LOcc, an effective and generalizable framework
that is compatible with most existing supervised occupancy
models [11, 12, 20] for OVO. This is accomplished by re-
placing the original prediction head with a geometry head
to predict binary occupancy states and a language head
to estimate language features. To efficiently align high-

dimensional CLIP [28] embeddings, we devise a language
autoencoder that maps them to a low-dimensional latent
space, reducing computational cost. We validate our frame-
work on several mainstream approaches, referred to as
LOcc-BEVFormer, LOcc-BEVDet, and LOcc-BEVDet4D.
All three models consistently surpasses all the previous
state-of-the-art zero-shot occupancy prediction approaches
on the Occ3D-nuScenes dataset. Notably, even the sim-
pler LOcc-BEVDet, with an input resolution of 256×704,
achieves an mIoU of 20.29, outperforming previous meth-
ods that rely on temporal image inputs, higher-resolution
inputs, or larger backbone networks. In summary, our con-
tributions are summarized as follows:
• We propose LOcc, an effective and generalizable frame-

work that is compatible with most existing supervised
methods for OVO. To reduce the computational cost for
the language feature alignment, a text-based autoencoder
is introduced to map the high-dimensional CLIP embed-
dings to a low-dimensional latent space.

• We propose a semantic transitive labeling pipeline for
generating dense and fine-grained 3D language occu-
pancy ground truth. This pipeline ensures that text se-
mantic labels can be effectively transferred from images
to LiDAR point clouds and ultimately to voxels. We ex-
perimentally verify that our pipeline can produce more
accurate pseudo-labeled ground truth, diminishing time-
consuming human annotations.

• We validate our LOcc framework with several main-
stream models, which all demonstrate superior perfor-
mance over previous state-of-the-art methods, proving its
generablizability and effectiveness.

2. Related Work

2.1. Vision-based Occupancy Prediction

Occupancy prediction jointly estimates the occupancy state
and semantic label for every voxel in the scene using im-
ages. Voxels are classified as free, occupied, or unobserved,
with occupied voxels assigned corresponding semantic la-
bels. Early works [3, 6, 19, 43, 46, 48] typically use monoc-
ular or stereo images as inputs, also referred to as semantic
scene completion (SSC). With advancements in 3D percep-
tion [11, 12, 20], the occupancy of surrounding scenes using
multi-camera images [13, 23, 37, 42] has garnered signifi-
cant attention due to its strong representation capabilities
in 3D space. SurroundOcc [36] introduces a new pipeline
for constructing dense occupancy ground truth. Occ3D [30]
establishes benchmarks for surround occupancy prediction
through a three-stage data generation pipeline: voxel den-
sification, occlusion reasoning, and image-guided voxel re-
finement. OpenOccupancy [34] provides a benchmark with
higher-resolution ground truth, while OccNet [31] offers
flow annotations.
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Although the above approaches provide an automatic
data generation pipeline to construct dense occupancy
ground truth, they require LiDAR data with semantic anno-
tations. To achieve this, human annotators must label each
point across thousands of LiDAR frames with a semantic
class, which remains highly labor-intensive and costly. Be-
sides, the valuable semantic information of images are ig-
nored during the occupancy generation process. Instead,
in this work, we propose a semantic transitive labeling
pipeline to dig into the valuable semantic information from
images, transferring text labels from images to LiDAR point
clouds and ultimately to voxels. It is compact and does
not require labor-intensive human annotations, offering a
more cost-effective way to incorporate semantic informa-
tion from images.

2.2. Open-Vocabulary Understanding

The recent advances of vision-language models [28] have
showed a remarkable zero-shot performance by using only
paired images and captions for model training, demonstrat-
ing the strong connection between images and natural lan-
guage. Then, numerous works explore the potential of lan-
guage driven downstream applications, such as object de-
tection [7, 44], tracking [18], and segmentation [8, 17, 39,
40]. Taking the image features of these 2D foundation mod-
els as intermediaries, OpenScene [25] distills 2D vision-
language knowledge into a 3D point cloud network and
achieve zero-shot 3D segmentation. LERF [15] is the first to
embed CLIP features into NeRF for controllable rendering.
LangSplat [27] uses SAM [16] to tackle the point ambiguity
issue for 3D language field modeling.

2.3. Open-Vocabulary Occupancy Prediction

Benefiting from the development of vision-language foun-
dation models, OVO enables the prediction of occupancy
associated with arbitrary vocabulary sets without requir-
ing manual annotations of extensive 3D voxel data. POP-
3D [32] employs only unlabeled images and sparse LiDAR
point clouds for training. It distills vision-language knowl-
edge from the pretrained LSeg [17] into the occupancy net-
works by computing cosine similarity between 3D features
and their corresponding 2D features, obtained by projecting
the point cloud onto the image plane. VEON [47] intro-
duces a side adaptor network to integrate CLIP [28] into the
occupancy prediction model. However, the feature maps
from existing vision-language models lack the fine-grained
guidance required for pixel-level understanding, failing to
establish precise correspondences between voxels and texts.
Furthermore, current works typically treat all the voxels as
surface ones and employ voxel-based model-view projec-
tion to obtain supervision, leading to a lots of misprojec-
tions.

3. Method
Our proposed LOcc framework mainly consists of two as-
pects: generating dense and fine-grained pseudo-labeled
3D language occupancy ground truth, diminishing labori-
ous human annotations (Sec. 3.1), and using the generated
ground truth to train the OVO networks (Sec. 3.2). To re-
duce computational cost, an autoencoder is introduced to
map the CLIP [28] embeddings into a lower dimensional
latent space (Sec. 3.3).

3.1. Pseudo-Labeled Ground Truth Generation
We propose a semantic transitive labeling pipeline to gen-
erate dense and fine-grained 3D language ground truth.
The overview framework is illustrated in Fig. 2. Specifi-
cally, we first use vision-language foundation models, in-
cluding Large Vision-Language Model (LVLM) and Open-
Vocabulary Segmentation Model (OV-Seg), to associate
each pixel with a text-based pseudo label. We then project
the unlabeled LiDAR point clouds onto the image plane to
propagate these pseudo labels to each point. The resultant
pseudo-labeled LiDAR point clouds can further be used for
scene reconstruction. Each voxel subsequently derives its
pseudo label from the pseudo-labeled LiDAR points it con-
tains, ultimately generating dense and fine-grained pseudo-
labeled language occupancy ground truth.

Vocabulary Extraction with LVLM. Benefiting from
the advent of LVLMs [1, 21], we can decode visual infor-
mation in images using textual descriptions. Here, we em-
ploy the LVLM as an initial perception model to list the
objects within each image. Fig. 3 illustrates the process of
requiring the LVLM to list all classes within an image using
Qwen-VL[2]. The conversation process follows the chain-
of-thought [35] approach. Specifically, rather than directly
requesting the LVLM to generate class nouns, we first ask
it to provide a description of the scene, followed by a dia-
logue in which we prompt the LVLM to list the names of
all identified classes. To enhance the LVLM’s understand-
ing of outdoor environments, we provide an example in ad-
vance to assist this process when analyzing a large number
of cases. The results extracted from single-frame surround
images are then consolidated to represent the overall classes
for that frame.

Pixel-to-Text Association with OV-Seg. Having ob-
tained the vocabularies within a frame of surround im-
ages, we can establish pixel-to-text association with open-
vocabulary semantic segmentation models [8, 39, 40]. This
process begins by mapping the image and vocabularies
into a shared feature space via the feature-aligned vision
encoder ΦI and text encoder ΦT , respectively. Each
pixel is then assigned a text label by computing cosine
similarity with the set of vocabulary embeddings, with
the highest-scoring text designated as the label for that
pixel. Specifically, for the k-th frame surround-view im-
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Arrow, Barrier, 
Building, Car, Wall, 

Construction Vehicle, 
Person, ..., Grass, Hill, 
Man, Pedestrian, SUV 

RGB Images Segmentation Map Raw LiDAR Pseudo-labeled LiDAR Dense LiDARExtracted Vocabularies

Scene Understanding with Foundation Models Pseudo-Labeled Scene Reconstruction

Voxelization

Pseudo-labeled GT

Figure 2. Framework of our semantic transitive labeling pipeline for generating dense and fine-grained pseudo-labeled 3D language occu-
pancy ground truth. Given surround images of the entire scene, we first map them to a vocabulary set using a large vision-language model
(LVLM) and associate pixels with these terms through an open-vocabulary segmentation model (OV-Seg). Based on the segmentation
results, we assign pseudo labels to the points by projecting them onto the corresponding image plane and merge all the point clouds to form
a complete scene. Finally, we voxelize the scene reconstruction results to establish dense and fine-grained voxel-to-text correspondences,
generating the pseudo-labeled ground truth.

This image is captured by a camera on a 

driving car. Please carefully look at this 

image and detailedly describe the objects 

and background classes existed in this scene.

Please list both the objects and background classes by a set of nouns.

The image is taken from inside a car, looking out the windshield. The 

car is driving down a city street surrounded by tall buildings. There are 

many cars on the street, including a white van, a black SUV, and a 

silver truck. There are also several pedestrians on the sidewalk. The 

sky is overcast.

car; van; truck; pedestrian; traffic cone; road; sidewalk; terrain; tree; 

fence; building;  vegetation; sky; traffic sign.

Figure 3. An example of the conversation process with Qwen-
VL [2] to extract vocabularies from an individual image.

ages Ik =
{
Ii,k ∈ RH×W×3, i ∈ {1, . . . , Nc}

}
and vocab-

ularies Tk = {Tj,k, j ∈ {1, ..., Nt,k}}, their corresponding
segmentation maps Sk =

{
Si,k ∈ RH×W , i ∈ {1, ..., Nc}

}
can be obtained as

Fi,k = ΦI (Ii,k) ∈ RH×W×C ,Ej,k = ΦT (Tj,k) ∈ RC ,

Si,k(x, y) = argmax
Tj,k

cos(Fi,k(x, y),Ej,k), (1)

where Fi represents the feature maps of images and Ej rep-
resents the embeddings of texts. Here, Nt,k indicates the
length of the vocabulary set for the k-th frame. Typically,
ΦI generates feature maps at a lower resolution and the fi-
nal high-resolution segmentation maps are produced using
an upsampling decoder [8]. For simplicity, we let Fi have
the same resolution with the original image.

In our investigation, we found that the LVLM occasion-
ally fails, overlooking many important classes and listing
only a limited vocabulary set within a single frame. To ad-
dress this issue, we treat multiple frames as a unified se-
quence, integrating the vocabularies from each frame into
a cohesive set T = {Tj , j ∈ {1, ..., Nt}}, where Nt =∑K

k Nt,k. This integrated set is then used to perform open-

vocabulary segmentation as described in Eq. 1. The key
motivation behind this approach is the overlap between con-
secutive frames, where recurring objects display a degree
of similarity. Consequently, frames with incomplete text
classes can be supplemented by the outputs from adjacent
frames within the same sequence.

LiDAR Text Pseudo Label Assignment. Using the gen-
erated segmentation maps, we can assign text pseudo la-
bels to the unlabeled LiDAR P = {Pk, k ∈ {1, ...,K}}.
Specifically, for a point Pk(p) in the k-th frame point cloud,
its corresponding image coordinates on the Nc surround im-
ages are defined as

(xi, yi, zi) = Ki (RiPk(p) + ti) , i ∈ {1, ..., Nc} , (2)

where Ki,Ri, ti are camera intrinsic and extrinsic param-
eters. Among these coordinates, the one that lies within the
image boundaries and has the smallest depth value zi serves
as the pixel corresponding to point Pk(p). This pixel is then
used to sample the segmentation map to obtain the pseudo
label Ŝ(p) for Pk(p). This process can be summarized as

n = argmin
m

zm, 0 < xm < W, 0 < ym < H,

Ŝ(p) = ϕ (Sn,k, (xn, yn)) , (3)

where ϕ indicates the nearest neighbor sampling of Sn,k at
the coordinate (xn, yn).

Scene Reconstruction. The pseudo-labeled LiDAR data
is then used to perform scene reconstruction to establish
correspondences between the texts and the voxels. To com-
bine the multi-frame point clouds, we first transform their
coordinates into the world coordinate system using the cal-
ibration matrices and ego poses. For the k-th frame, we
transform the unified point cloud to this frame and apply
majority-voting voxelization on it to obtain the pseudo-
labeled 3D language occupancy ground truth. Each voxel
takes the most frequent text within it as its text label. Com-
pare to the voxel-based model-view projection, our method
obtains text label by projecting LiDAR point clouds onto
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Figure 4. Overview of the open-vocabulary occupancy (OVO)
model architecture.

image planes, which are easily calibrated with the corre-
sponding images during the data collection process. Be-
sides, the majority-voting is more robust and less suscepti-
ble to the influence of single-point projection errors, gen-
erating ground truth with higher metrics compared to the
nearest-point voxelization, as shown in the ablation experi-
ments.

3.2. Open Vocabulary Occupancy Prediction

Based on the processes described above, we successfully
establish dense and fine-grained voxel-to-text correspon-
dences. By minimally modifying most existing supervised
occupancy methods [12, 12, 20], we can leverage the ob-
tained pseudo-labeled 3D language occupancy ground truth
to train a robust OVO model, without the need for additional
complex network designs. The overall network architec-
ture is shown in Fig. 4. Similar to most existing occupancy
network structures, it involves an image encoder, a 2D-to-
3D view transformation module, a 3D encoder, except the
original prediction head is replaced by a geometry head to
predict the binary occupancy state and a language head to
estimate the language features.

Image Encoder. The image encoder includes an image
backbone network for extracting multi-scale features, com-
plemented by an FPN network to enhance features across
different levels. The enhanced features F ∈ RH×W×C are
then used to construct 3D features.

2D-to-3D Transformation. The 2D-to-3D view trans-
formation aims to project multiview image features into the
3D voxel space. This can be achieved by either forward
projection [26] or backward projection [20]. In this work,
we verify the effectiveness of our proposed method on both
projection approaches [11, 12, 20]. The constructed 3D vol-
ume V has a shape of X × Y × Z for voxel representation
or X × Y when pooled into BEV representation

3D Encoder. After constructing the 3D volume V, the
3D encoder further refines its representation by performing
3D convolution [9] or stacking self-attention layers [20] to
obtain the fine-grained volume V′. This refined volume V′

is then fed to a geometry head to estimate binary occupancy
states Og and a language head to generate 3D language vol-
ume Ol.

Training and Evaluation. During training, we jointly
supervise the geometry and language heads to optimize the
neural network. Given the binary occupancy ground truth

Arrow, Barrier, 
Building, Car, Wall, 

Construction Vehicle, 
Person, ..., Grass, Hill, 
Man, Pedestrian, SUV 

Extracted Vocabularies

Encoder Decoder

ℒଶ ൅ ℒ௖௢௦

CLIP Decoder 𝐄ᇱ𝐄

Figure 5. Framework of the autoencoder to map the language fea-
tures into a low-dimensional latent space.

Ôg , we adopt cross entropy loss to supervise Og ,

Lce = CrossEntropy(Ôg,Og). (4)

Given the pseudo-labeled 3D language ground truth, each
voxel of it corresponds to a text. We perform alignment be-
tween Ol and the CLIP embeddings of these texts Ôl using
cosine similarity,

Lcos =
∑

p∈C(Ôg)

1− cos(Ôl(p),Ol(p)), (5)

where C(Ôg) denotes the set of occupied voxels in Ôg . The
final loss function L is a combination of Lce and Lcos,

L = Lce + Lcos. (6)

During evaluation, Og first defines the set of occupied
voxels. Then for each occupied voxel, its corresponding
language feature is used to compute cosine similarity with
the predefined text features, where the text with the highest
score represents its semantics.

3.3. Language Autoencoder
Generally, the dimension of CLIP features is 512. To reduce
the memory requirements, we introduce a language autoen-
coder to map the language features into a low-dimensional
latent space. The extracted vocabularies of the entire dataset
contains approximately one thousand unique classes, allow-
ing the autoencoder to be trained efficiently. Fig. 5 shows
the framework of the autoencoder.

Specifically, given the vocabulary set Ta =
{Ti, i ∈ 1, ..., Na} of the entire dataset, the encoder
ΦE maps the D-dimensional CLIP features E ∈ RD to
E′ ∈ RD′

, where D′ < D. Then we learn a decoder ΦD

to reconstruct the original embedding from the compressed
E

′
. The autoencoder is trained with a combination of L2

loss and cosine loss,

La = ||E− Ê||2 + cos(E, Ê), (7)

where Ê denotes the reconstructed embedding. After train-
ing the autoencoder, the language volume of the OVO
model is aligned with the compressed embedding.
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Table 1. 3D occupancy prediction performance on the Occ3D-nuScenes dataset. We report the mean IoU (mIoU) for semantics across
different categories, along with per-class semantic IoUs. ∗ represents the reproduced results in [42]. The methods marked with † indicate
that they specifically design the set of vocabularies for training. The top three results among the methods supervised by pseudo-labeled
ground truth are in red, green, and blue, respectively.
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Supervised by human-labeled ground truth.

MonoScene [6] ResNet-101 900 × 1600 6.06 1.75 7.23 4.26 4.93 9.38 5.67 3.98 3.01 5.90 4.45 7.17 14.91 6.32 7.92 7.43 1.01 7.65
OccFormer [46] ResNet-101 900 × 1600 21.93 5.94 30.29 12.32 34.40 39.17 14.44 16.45 17.22 9.27 13.90 26.36 50.99 30.96 34.66 22.73 6.76 6.97
TPVFormer [13] ResNet-101 900 × 1600 27.83 7.22 38.90 13.67 40.78 45.90 17.23 19.99 18.85 14.30 26.69 34.17 55.65 35.47 37.55 30.70 19.40 16.78
CTF-Occ [30] ResNet-101 900 × 1600 28.5 8.09 39.33 20.56 38.29 42.24 16.93 24.52 22.72 21.05 22.98 31.11 53.33 33.84 37.98 33.23 20.79 18.0
BEVFormer wo TSA∗ [20] ResNet-101 900 × 1600 38.05 9.11 45.68 22.61 46.19 52.97 20.27 26.5 26.8 26.21 32.29 37.58 80.5 40.6 49.93 52.48 41.59 35.51
BEVFormer∗ [20] ResNet-101 900 × 1600 39.04 9.57 47.13 22.52 47.61 54.14 20.39 26.44 28.12 27.46 34.53 39.69 81.44 41.14 50.79 54.00 43.08 35.60
CVT-Occ∗ [42] ResNet-101 900 × 1600 40.34 9.45 49.46 23.57 49.18 55.63 23.10 27.85 28.88 29.07 34.97 40.98 81.44 40.92 51.37 54.25 45.94 39.71
BEVDet [12] ResNet-50 256 × 704 33.62 8.18 38.46 13.75 41.10 45.17 18.99 18.39 19.52 19.36 29.48 31.77 79.42 37.55 49.08 51.70 36.94 32.63
BEVDet4D [11] ResNet-50 256 × 704 39.11 11.03 46.68 21.59 44.13 50.70 25.30 24.12 25.89 25.21 34.13 38.94 81.33 39.08 51.96 56.13 47.41 41.15

Supervised by pseudo-labeled ground truth.

SelfOcc (BEV) [14] ResNet-50 384 × 800 6.76 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.82 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.97 47.03 0.00 18.75 16.58 11.93 3.81
SelfOcc (TPV) [14] ResNet-50 384 × 800 9.30 0.00 0.15 0.66 5.46 12.54 0.00 0.80 2.10 0.00 0.00 8.25 55.49 0.00 26.30 26.54 14.22 5.60
OccNeRF [45] ResNet-101 928 × 1600 10.81 0.00 0.83 0.82 5.13 12.49 3.50 0.23 3.10 1.84 0.52 3.90 52.62 0.00 20.81 24.75 18.45 13.19
VEON-B† [47] ViT-B 256 × 704 12.38 0.50 4.80 2.70 14.70 10.90 11.00 3.80 4.70 4.00 5.30 9.60 46.50 0.70 21.10 22.10 24.80 23.70
VEON-L† [47] ViT-L 512 × 1408 15.14 0.90 10.40 6.20 17.7 12.7 8.50 7.60 6.50 5.50 8.20 11.80 54.50 0.40 25.50 30.20 25.40 25.40

LOcc-BEVFormer (ours) ResNet-101 256 × 704 18.62 0.00 14.21 0.90 27.21 32.61 3.09 2.06 8.67 1.74 1.96 21.45 71.22 0.00 38.18 33.32 30.68 29.32
LOcc-BEVFormer (ours) ResNet-101 512 × 1408 19.85 0.00 14.65 1.01 27.99 35.34 5.61 4.16 11.70 3.05 2.72 23.08 72.00 0.00 39.35 34.18 32.03 30.66
LOcc-BEVDet (ours) ResNet-50 256 × 704 20.29 0.00 14.03 2.81 31.75 34.55 7.52 3.94 8.99 3.64 3.04 25.58 71.43 0.01 38.74 35.62 32.61 30.68
LOcc-BEVDet (ours) ResNet-50 512 × 1408 20.84 0.00 13.85 3.28 31.85 37.09 8.22 4.84 10.78 3.24 2.47 26.95 72.35 0.00 39.58 35.29 33.35 31.23
LOcc-BEVDet4D (ours) ResNet-50 256 × 704 22.95 0.00 15.01 5.76 29.86 38.90 11.61 4.61 13.46 6.99 2.64 30.69 73.61 0.00 40.38 39.16 38.80 38.68
LOcc-BEVDet4D (ours) ResNet-50 512 × 1408 23.84 0.00 16.92 5.89 32.94 40.08 10.18 9.85 17.11 7.21 3.10 30.48 74.13 0.00 41.25 36.97 39.57 39.66

4. Experiments
4.1. Datasets and Metrics

Datasets. We evaluate LOcc on the nuScenes dataset [5,
30], a large-scale autonomous driving dataset collected
across various cities and weather conditions. Each frame
includes a LiDAR scan and six RGB images from different
viewpoints. It contains 700 training scenes and 150 valida-
tion scenes. The spatial volume ranges from −40m to 40m
for the X and Y axes, and −1m to 5.4m for the Z axis. Vox-
elization of this volume produces a set of 3D grids with a
resolution of 200 × 200 × 16, where each voxel measures
0.4m× 0.4m× 0.4m. The ground truth includes 17 unique
labels (16 semantic classes and 1 free class).

Metrics. Following previous approaches [30], we list the
intersection over union (IoU) and mean IoU (mIoU) metrics
for occupied voxel grids and voxel-wise semantic predic-
tions, respectively, providing a comprehensive analysis for
geometry and semantic aspects of the scene.

4.2. Implementation Details
Network Structures. To demonstrate the general-

izability of the proposed LOcc, we evaluate it on BEV-
Former [20], BEVDet [12], and BEVDet4D [11], includ-
ing both forward- and backward-projection methods. For
BEVDet [12] and BEVDet4D [11], we employ ResNet-
50 [9] as the image backbone. The resolution of the voxel
features after the 2D-to-3D transformation is 200×200×16,
with a feature dimension of 64. For BEVFormer [20], we

adopt ResNet101-DCN [9] as the backbone, with the de-
fault size for BEV queries set to 200 × 200, with a feature
dimension of 256. We remove the temporal self-attention
layer and use 6 cross-attention layers. For each query, it
corresponds to 4 target points with different heights in 3D
space, with height anchors uniformly predefined from −1m
to 5.4m. The number of sampling points around each ref-
erence point is set to 8. For all models, the image size is
resized to either 256×704 or 512×1408, and the language
features are compressed to a dimension of 128.

Training Setup. We implement the networks using Py-
Torch. The models are trained for 25 epochs on 8 NVIDIA
3090 GPUs, with a batch size of 1 on each GPU. We employ
the AdamW [22] optimizer with β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.99. The
maximum learning rate is set to 3 × 10−4, and the cosine
annealing learning rate strategy is adopted for the learning
rate decay, where the cosine warm up strategy is applied for
the first 5% iterations.

4.3. Quantitative Results
We evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed LOcc frame-
work on three models: BEVFormer [20], BEVDet [12] and
BEVDet4D [11], referred to as LOcc-BEVFormer, LOcc-
BEVDet, and LOcc-BEVDet4D, respectively.

We present the quantitative results of open-vocabulary
occupancy prediction in Table 1. With the input image
of size 256 × 704, LOcc-BEVFormer, LOcc-BEVDet, and
LOcc-BEVDet4D achieve an mIoU of 18.62, 20.29, and
22.95, respectively. Notably, LOcc-BEVDet, a more sim-
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Table 2. Ablation study on the framework for generating dense and fine-grained pseudo-labeled 3D language occupancy ground truth. For
label transferring process, we analyze three settings: (a) using image features from vision-language foundation models as intermediates,
(b) using single-frame vocabularies, and (c) integrating vocabularies across multiple consecutive frames. For scene reconstruction process,
we replace the majority-voting voxelization with (d) nearest-point voxelization and (e) voxel-based model-view projection. The best results
for each model are in red.

Setting
Label Transferring Process Scene Reconstruction Process mIoU

Image Feat. Single-frame vocab. Consecutive-frame vocab.
Point-based Projection

Voxel-based Projection LOcc-BEVFormer LOcc-BEVDet LOcc-BEVDet4D
Voting voxelization Nearest voxelization

(a) ✓ ✓ 15.04 17.56 19.37
(b) ✓ ✓ 17.87 19.61 22.15
(c) ✓ ✓ 18.62 20.29 22.95
(d) ✓ ✓ 18.32 19.98 22.68
(e) ✓ ✓ 13.77 14.49 15.41

Table 3. Detailed metrics of the pseudo-labeled ground truth from different generation settings on the Occ3D-nuScenes dataset. The
settings match those outlined in Table 2. We report the mean IoU (mIoU) for semantics across different categories. The top three results
different settings are in red, green, and blue, respectively.
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(a) 22.12 0.00 10.20 7.18 29.59 35.22 15.70 12.80 11.19 1.86 15.28 21.56 58.52 0.00 25.80 22.72 55.53 52.92
(b) 22.66 0.00 8.07 4.51 23.33 37.48 9.62 11.42 14.04 10.50 4.61 19.86 60.30 0.24 30.94 25.97 59.17 65.22
(c) 25.53 0.00 9.40 8.47 30.16 38.00 11.43 20.20 11.39 11.54 9.55 25.73 61.86 0.40 36.41 33.00 59.42 67.10
(d) 23.80 0.00 8.90 6.75 27.86 34.21 10.19 15.75 10.05 8.68 8.83 22.67 60.91 0.50 34.91 31.82 56.91 65.70
(e) 19.55 0.00 7.19 4.28 24.62 21.15 8.30 8.43 6.71 4.63 8.65 16.01 55.41 0.50 26.32 31.01 50.95 58.22

pler model, surpasses all previous zero-shot and open-
vocabulary approaches in terms of mIoU, even though many
of these approaches use larger image backbones or higher-
resolution inputs. Furthermore, when the image resolution
is increased to 512×1408, the models attain an better mIoU
of 19.85, 20.84, and 23.84.

4.4. Ablation Study
We conduct ablation study to evaluate the effectiveness of
the proposed LOcc framework.

Label Transferring Process. Table 2 shows an analysis
of label transferring process. First, we replace the segmen-
tation maps with image features from SAN [40], requiring
the learned 3D features to align with these features, thereby
indirectly establishing correspondences with texts. Setting
(a) demonstrates that this model results in a performance
drop across all models. Next, we apply our proposed hier-
archical ground truth generation pipeline using single-frame
vocabularies. As shown in setting (b), the model achieves
mIoU scores of 17.87, 19.61, and 22.15, respectively. Fi-
nally, by treating multiple consecutive frames as a unified
sequence and consolidating the vocabulary from each frame
into a cohesive set for pseudo-label assignment, as indicated
in setting (c), we observe additional performance gains, fur-
ther validating the effectiveness of our voxel-to-language
modeling approach.

Scene Reconstruction Process. Voxel-based model-
view projection treats all the voxels as surface ones, over-

looking the occlusion problem and leading to noisy and
sparse voxel-to-text correspondences. Instead, each frame
of LiDAR is easily calibrated with corresponding images
during the data collection process, with much less mispro-
jections. Setting (e) demonstrates that using ground truth
from voxel-based model-view projection to train the OVO
models results in performance drops to 13.77, 14.49, and
15.41. In contrast, performing scene reconstruction with
nearest-point voxelization yields notable improvements, as
shown in setting (d). In contrast, majority-voting voxeliza-
tion can bring better performance, where the mIoU is fur-
ther improved to 18.62, 20.29, and 22.68 mIoU, as illus-
trated in setting (c). The results prove that majority-voting
is more robust and less susceptible to the influence of single-
point projection errors.

To further demonstrate the effectiveness of our transi-
tive semantic labeling pipeline, we present detailed metrics
for the pseudo-labeled ground truth generated under var-
ious settings in Table 3. Consistent with prior analyses,
our pipeline with majority-voting voxelization, yields the
highest-quality ground truth in terms of mIoU. Addition-
ally, these results confirm that improvements in the gener-
ated pseudo-labeled ground truth directly enhance the per-
formance of the final OVO model.

OV-Seg Models. Table 4 lists the metric values of
the pseudo-labeled ground truth over the human-labeled
ground truth using different OV-Seg models: SAN [40],
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Table 4. Detailed metrics of the pseudo-labeled ground truth from different OV-Seg models on the Occ3D-nuScenes dataset. We report the
mean IoU (mIoU) for semantics across different categories. The top three results among different methods are in red.
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SAN [40] 25.53 0.00 9.40 8.47 30.16 38.00 11.43 20.20 11.39 11.54 9.55 25.73 61.86 0.40 36.41 33.00 59.42 67.10
ODISE [39] 25.80 0.00 11.45 7.83 37.66 38.10 6.94 22.74 16.28 0.52 5.58 24.59 63.09 0.27 37.16 34.12 62.72 69.47
CAT-Seg [8] 26.72 0.00 3.87 4.56 41.53 36.90 26.65 17.26 11.28 11.08 3.45 25.97 63.21 0.34 37.80 36.63 60.60 73.03

(a) Ground Truth (b) Pseudo Ground Truth (c) LOcc-BEVFormer (d) LOcc-BEVDet (e) LOcc-BEVDet4D
Figure 6. Quantitative visualization results on the Occ3D-nuScenes [30] dataset.

Table 5. Ablation study on the OV-Seg models.

Method
mIoU

LOcc-BEVDet LOcc-BEVDet4D LOcc-BEVFormer
ODISE [39] 20.17 22.52 18.69
CAT-Seg [8] 20.68 22.76 18.57

SAN [40] 20.29 22.68 18.62

ODISE [39] and CAT-Seg [8]. As shown, all models per-
form well on larger objects but focus on different smaller
objects. Then we use the generated pseudo-labeled ground
truth to train the OVO networks, with the results listed in
Table 5. The networks achieve comparable performance
with different segmentation models. In this work, we use
SAN [40] for fair comparison with previous approaches.

Language Autoencoder. We conduct experiments to
verify the effectiveness of the autoencoder. Without it, the
model is required to generate 3D features with a dimen-
sion of 512. In this case, we set the voxel feature dimen-
sion after the 2D-to-3D transformation for BEVDet [12]
and BEVDet4D [11] to 128. For BEVFormer [20], the BEV
queries are kept at a dimension of 256, as using a larger di-
mension exceeds the GPU memory. As shown in Table 6,
introducing autoencoder can effectively reduce the memory
requirements with better performance. Here, we hypothe-
size that this is because CLIP model is trained using 400
million (image, text) pairs, thus its high-dimensional space
could be highly compact. Instead, the number of extracted
texts is around one thousand in this work, which is signifi-
cantly smaller than the number of texts used in CLIP train-
ing, resulting a sparse space and allowing us to further com-
press it.

Table 6. Ablation study on the language autoencoder.

Method
w/o autoencoder w/ autoencoder

mIoU↑ Memory (G) ↓ Params (M)↓ mIoU ↑ Memory (G) ↓ Params↓
LOcc-BEVFormer 17.36 1.41 61.80 18.62 1.18 61.70

LOcc-BEVDet 20.25 2.22 92.40 20.29 1.11 41.60
LOcc-BEVDet4D 22.62 2.33 100.00 22.68 1.11 48.00

4.5. Qualitative Results
Fig. 6 presents visualizations of the pseudo-labeled ground
truth, along with results from LOcc-BEVFormer, LOcc-
BEVDet, and LOcc-BEVDet4D trained on it. Each model
demonstrates clear predictions, despite the noise present in
the training dataset. This demonstrates the ability of the
models to learn useful information from semi-labeled data.
These findings are also observed in other vision tasks, such
as image segmentation [16], video segmentation [29] ,and
depth estimation [41],

5. Conclusions
In this paper, we have presented LOcc, an effective and gen-
eralizable framework for open-vocabulary occupancy pre-
diction. We propose a semantic transitive labeling pipeline
for generating dense and fine-grained 3D language occu-
pancy ground truth. We experimentally demonstrates that
text semantic labels can be effectively transferred from im-
ages to LiDAR point clouds and ultimately to voxels, di-
minishing labor-intensive human annotations. By replacing
the original prediction head with a geometry head and a lan-
guage head, LOcc is compatible with most existing super-
vised networks. Based on the BEVFormer, BEVDet, and
BEVDet4D, our propose method can achieve better results
than all the previous state-of-the-art zero-shot occupancy
prediction methods.
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Rädle, Chloe Rolland, Laura Gustafson, et al. Sam 2:
Segment anything in images and videos. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2408.00714, 2024. 8

[30] Xiaoyu Tian, Tao Jiang, Longfei Yun, Yucheng Mao,
Huitong Yang, Yue Wang, Yilun Wang, and Hang Zhao.
Occ3d: A large-scale 3d occupancy prediction benchmark
for autonomous driving. In Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems, pages 64318–64330, 2023. 1, 2, 6, 8

[31] Wenwen Tong, Chonghao Sima, Tai Wang, Li Chen, Silei
Wu, Hanming Deng, Yi Gu, Lewei Lu, Ping Luo, Dahua Lin,
et al. Scene as occupancy. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
International Conference on Computer Vision, pages 8406–
8415, 2023. 1, 2

[32] Antonin Vobecky, Oriane Siméoni, David Hurych, Spyri-
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