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Abstract— To improve the generalization of the autonomous
driving (AD) perception model, vehicles need to update the
model over time based on the continuously collected data. As
time progresses, the amount of data fitted by the AD model
expands, which helps to improve the AD model generalization
substantially. However, such ever-expanding data is a double-
edged sword for the AD model. Specifically, as the fitted data
volume grows to exceed the the AD model’s fitting capacities,
the AD model is prone to under-fitting. To address this issue,
we propose to use a pretrained Large Vision Models (LVMs)
as backbone coupled with downstream perception head to
understand AD semantic information. This design can not
only surmount the aforementioned under-fitting problem due to
LVMs’ powerful fitting capabilities, but also enhance the per-
ception generalization thanks to LVMs’ vast and diverse train-
ing data. On the other hand, to mitigate vehicles’ computational
burden of training the perception head while running LVM
backbone, we introduce a Posterior Optimization Trajectory
(POT)-Guided optimization scheme (POTGui) to accelerate
the convergence. Concretely, we propose a POT Generator
(POTGen) to generate posterior (future) optimization direction
in advance to guide the current optimization iteration, through
which the model can generally converge within 10 epochs.
Extensive experiments demonstrate that the proposed method
improves the performance by over 66.48% and converges faster
over 6 times, compared to the existing state-of-the-art approach.

I. INTRODUCTION

Street scene semantic understanding in Autonomous Driv-
ing (AD) is a highly crucial but complex task [1]–[7]. One
major challenge in developing an effective and robust AD
system is the poor generalization of the AD model due to the
significant data heterogeneity [8], [9] in domain-shift setting,
which is frequently observed in AD scenarios. For example,
an AD vehicle transitioning into an unfamiliar environment
may experience a notable decline in performance compared
to operations within known settings. To improve the model
generalization, vehicles need to train the model over time
using the continuously collected data. As time progresses,
the amount of the data fitted by the AD model continually
expands, which helps to lead to a consistent and substantial
improvement in the AD model generalization. However, such
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ever-increasing data is a double-edged sword for the AD
model. Specifically, as the volume of dynamically collected
data grows to exceed AD model’s fitting capacity, the risk
of under-fitting of the AD model increases, leading to the
reduced accuracy in performance.

To tackle such under-fitting problem, we propose to use
LVMs as backbone to fit the ever-expanding data in a zero-
shot manner because: (I) Depth and Width: LVMs have
more layers (depth) and more neurons per layer (width). This
allows them to extract a hierarchy of data representations,
from simple to complex, and capture more intricate patterns
of the data. (II) Vast Learnable Parameters: The large
number of parameters in LVMs allows them to effectively
capture and learn the underlying distribution of the data,
especially for complex tasks like semantic understanding
in the context of AD. (III) Attention Mechanism: LVMs
generally incorporate attention mechanisms, which allow
the model to focus on different parts of the input when
generating each part of the output. This leads to a more
context-aware representation of the data and results in more
meaningful feature extraction. On top of the LVM backbone,
we propose to train a downstream perception head based on
vehicle’s onboard dataset. This perception head complements
the LVM to understand the semantic information of driving
surroundings.

However, owing to vehicles’ limitations of computational
resource, training the proposed perception head while run-
ning the LVM backbone is time-consuming. To tackle this
issue, we propose a Posterior Optimization Trajectory (POT)-
Guided optimization scheme (POTGui) to accelerate the
training. Specifically, a POT Generator (POTGen) is desig-
nated to generate the posterior (future) optimization direction
in advance to guide the current optimization iteration. This
innovative approach enables the model to converge typically
within 10 epochs. This rapid convergence is helpful to miti-
gate the computation burden and is crucial for AD vehicles,
where computational efficiency and timely decision-making
are paramount. On the other hand, POTGui also poses a form
of regularization, which inherently constrains the learning
process, potentially improving the model performance and
model generalization to new data.

Our main contributions are highlighted as follows:
• This work proposes to leverage LVM backbone coupled

with subsequent perception head to understand semantic
information of driving environment. LVM can not only
overcome the under-fitting problem, but also improve
the AD model generalization across diverse scenarios.

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

01
71

0v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 3

 J
an

 2
02

5



POTGen

Pretrained
LVM

Backbone

Hidden
Features

Head

Entire Model Predicted
Masks

Ground Truth

Back
Prop. Cross

Entropy Loss

Compute
Grad.

1-th Grad. Descent

Input

k-th Grad. Descent K-th Grad. Descent
Compute

Grad.
Compute

Grad.
Descent
Update

Descent
Update

Descent
Update

Fig. 1: Illustration of the proposed POT-guided LVM-driven street scene semantic understanding method.

• To overcome vehicles’ computational limitations of
training the perception head while running LVM back-
bone, we propose POTGui to accelerate the perception
head convergence. In addition, POTGui can also im-
prove the model performance.

• Extensive experiments demonstrate that the proposed
method improves the model performance by 66.48%
and converges faster over 6 times, relative to existing
state-of-the-art (SOTA) benchmarks.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Large Vision Models (LVMs)

Recently, Large Language Models (LLMs) [10], [11] have
achieved great success in the natural language processing
(NLP) field in terms of various scenarios, such as language
understanding and generation [12], performing user intent
understanding [13], knowledge utilization [14] and complex
reasoning [15] in a zero-shot/few-shot setting. Inspired by the
achievements of pre-trained LLMs in NLP field, researchers
have turned their attention to exploring pre-trained LVMs
in computer vision. These models, pre-trained on extensive
image datasets, hold the ability to decipher image content and
distill rich semantic information. Prominent examples of such
pre-trained LVMs include [16]. By learning representations
and features from a significant volume of data, these models
enhance the ability of computers to comprehend and ana-
lyze images more effectively, facilitating a range of diverse
downstream applications. In this paper, we propose to use
LVMs to tackle the under-fitting problem towards vehicles’
ever-expanding fitted data thanks to their exceptional fitting
capabilities.

B. Autonomous Driving Semantic Understanding

Semantic understanding is a field within computer vision
and robotics focused on enabling machines to interpret and
understand the semantic information of vehicles’ surround-
ings, typically through various forms of sensory data such as
images and lidars. This capability is crucial for AD [17]–[21]
to understand the layout of the street scene, including the
road, pedestrian, sidewalks, buildings, and other static and

dynamic elements. Modern semantic understanding heavily
relies on machine learning (ML), particularly deep learning
(DL) techniques. Initially, Fully Convolutional Networks
(FCNs)-based models significantly improve the performance
of this task [22], [23]. In recent years, Transformer-based
approaches [24] have also been proposed for semantic seg-
mentation. Recently, Bird’s Eye View (BEV) [25] technique
is widely adopted for road scene understanding. Moreover,
some works have been done to improve the AD model gen-
eralization by adopting Federated Learning (FL) [26], [27].
In this paper, we propose to use LVMs backbone coupled
with downstream perception head to understand semantic
information of vehicles’ surroundings. In addition, we also
propose POTGui to accelerate the model convergence and
model performance.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. LVM-Driven Model Architecture
Pretrained ImageGPT [28], often abbreviated as iGPT, is

an outstanding representative of LVMs and is selected as the
LVM backbone (with parameters ωlvm), which is utilized to
extract hidden features F

( j)
h of j-th mini-batch data D

( j)
v

from training dataset Dv in a zero-shot fashion, i.e.,

F
( j)
h = ωlvm(D

( j)
v ). (1)

F
( j)
h is high-dimensional vectors that represents the model’s

understanding of the image content, and can be used as input
to train the downstream perception head.

Once F
( j)
h has been extracted by the LVM backbone, it is

then transmitted to downstream perception head (with param-
eters ωsu) as input. Then vehicle can train the perception head
based on F

( j)
h and ground truth P( j)

Y . Specifically, the cross
entropy loss of j-th mini-batch is defined as LCE(P

( j)
Y ,O( j))

to minimize the distance between the ground truth P( j)
Y and

the predicted logits O( j). The training of the perception head
is given by

O( j) = ωsu(F
( j)
h ), (2)

min
ωsu

L(ωsu) =
1
|Dv|∑D

( j)
v ∈Dv

LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O( j)). (3)
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Fig. 2: Illustration of the proposed POTGui optimization
scheme. (4), (12) represent equation number.

Specifically, for each iteration, when the cross entropy loss
LCE(P

( j)
Y ,O( j)) over D

( j)
v is calculated, ωsu is optimized by

back propagation.
In addition, ASSP [29] is proposed to serve as the ar-

chitecture of the downstream perception head, thanks to its
capability to capture multi-scale context by aggregating fea-
tures from various receptive field sizes. In summary, the LVM
backbone coupled with the downstream perception head,
serving as the Entire Model (denoted as model hereafter),
is illustrated in Fig. 1.

B. POT Generator (POTGen)
To generate POT for current training iteration in advance,

inspired by [30], [31], we propose to treat each optimization
iteration as one layer. Based on this, cross entropy loss
LCE(·, ·) can be unfolded into K layers at the end of forward
propagation (illustrated in Fig. 2). Specifically, for layer
k, where k ∈ {1,2, · · · ,K}, the predicted logits associated
with D

( j)
v is updated as follow:

O
( j)
k = O

( j)
k−1−ηkαk∇OLCE(P

( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1), (4)

where αk and ηk are two learnable parameters to control
the update step size collectively. ∇OLCE(P

( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1) is the

gradients of LCE(·, ·) relative to (k−1)-th layer’s output O
( j)
k−1.

To calculate ∇OLCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1), we firstly formulate the

cross entropy loss LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1) as follow:

LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1) = LCE(P

( j)
Y ,P( j)

X ,k−1)

=− 1
N ∑

N
i=1 ∑

C
c=1 P( j,i,c)

Y log(P( j,i,c)
X ,k−1), (5)

where N = |D ( j)
v | (i.e., batch size), C is the number of

semantic classes, P( j,i,c)
Y is the ground truth of class c of the

i-th image in D
( j)
v (denoted as D

( j,i)
v ), P( j,i,c)

X ,k−1 represents the

predicted probability of class c for D
( j,i)
v . Generally, P( j,i,c)

X ,k−1
is the output of softmax function of the predicted logits, i.e.,

P( j,i,c)
X ,k−1 = exp(O( j,i,c)

k−1 )/ ∑
C
c=1 exp(O( j,i,c)

k−1 ), (6)

where O
( j,i,c)
k−1 is the predicted logits for class c for D

( j,i)
v .

Based on above formulation of LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1), we calcu-

late the gradients ∇OLCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1) by applying the chain

rule:

∂LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1)

∂O
( j,i,c)
k−1

=− 1
N

N

∑
i=1

C

∑
c=1

∂LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1)

∂P( j,i,c)
X ,k−1

∂P( j,i,c)
X ,k−1

∂O
( j,i,c)
k−1

,

(7)

(a) POTGui Optimization (b) mIoU Comparison

Fig. 3: In-depth exploration of POTGui optimization scheme.

where

∂LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1)

∂P( j,i,c)
X ,k−1

=
P( j,i,c)

Y

P( j,i,c)
X ,k−1

, (8)

∂P( j,i,c)
X ,k−1

∂O
( j,i,c)
k−1

= P( j,i,c)
X ,k−1(1−P( j,i,c)

X ,k−1). (9)

Substituting Eqs. (8) and (9) into Eq. (7), we get:

∂LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1)

∂O
( j,i,c)
k−1

=− 1
N

N

∑
i=1

(P( j,i,c)
Y −

C

∑
t=1

P( j,i,t)
X ,k−1P( j,i,t)

Y ). (10)

Since ∑
C
t=1 P( j,i,t)

X ,k−1P( j,i,t)
Y =P( j,i,c)

X ,k−1 (P( j,i,t)
Y = 0 if t ̸= c;P( j,i,t)

Y =

1 if t = c), therefore, the gradients ∇OLCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1) can

be simplified to:

∂LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1)

∂O
( j,i,c)
k−1

=
1
N ∑

N
i=1(P

( j,i,c)
X ,k−1−P( j,i,c)

Y ). (11)

After the updates by K layers, the output optimized logits
of POTGen is:

O
( j)
POT = O

( j)
K = O

( j)
0 −∑

K
k=1 ηkαk∇OLCE(P

( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1), (12)

where O
( j)
0 (equal to O( j)) represents the original predicted

logits of the model. We can observe that O
( j)
POT contains

future steps’ optimization trajectory with respect to current
iteration.

C. POT-Guided Optimization (POTGui)

The output of POTGen O
( j)
POT is then used to guide the

current optimization iteration. Specifically, O
( j)
POT is added to

the original logits O( j) of the model in a weighted form, i.e.,

O
( j)
POT Gui = σO( j)+(1−σ)O

( j)
POT , σ ∈ [0,1]. (13)

Since O
( j)
POT results from multiple gradient descent updates

specifically tailored to optimize LCE(·, ·), its weighted addi-
tion to the original logits O( j) can guide the overall model
predictions towards these optimized outcomes. This process
is demonstrated in Fig. 3a.

Then we use the summation logits O
( j)
POT Gui to take place

of original logits O( j) in Eq. (3) to calculate the loss to
optimize the model by back propagation, i.e.,

min
ωsu

L(ωsu) =
1
|Dv|∑D

( j)
v ∈Dv

LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
POT Gui). (14)



Algorithm 1: POTGui Optimization Scheme
Input: Dv (Training Dataset), PY (One-hot ground

truth), K (Layer number), epochs (Training
epochs), σ (Addition weight)

Output: Model model, Learnable variables
αk,ηk, k ∈ {1,2, · · ·K}

1 Initialize model←W0,
αk,ηk← α0,η0, k ∈ {1,2, · · ·K}

2 for epoch e← 1 to epochs do
3 for D

( j)
v ∈Dv do

4 O
( j)
0 ← O( j)← model(D ( j)

v )
5 for layer k← 1 to K do
6 ∇OLCE(P

( j)
Y ,O

( j)
k−1)← Eq. (11)

O
( j)
k ← Eq. (4) // Update rule

7 end
8 O

( j)
POT Gui←σO( j)+(1−σ)O

( j)
K

L = LCE(P
( j)
Y ,O

( j)
POT Gui) model,αk,ηk, k ∈

{1,2, · · ·K}←L .Backward()
9 end

10 end

In addition, the learnable parameters αk, ηk, where k ∈
{1,2, · · ·K} are also optimized by back propagation along
with the model parameters ωsu.

We try to use one learnable parameter (e.g., γk) instead
of two parameters ηkαk in each layer. Fig. 3b compares
the performance of these two cases and indicates that the
case with two learnable parameters outperforms the case
with one learnable parameters. This is because that two
learnable parameters have more powerful fitting capabilities.
In conclusion, the proposed POTGui is outlined in Algo. 1.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we carry out comprehensive experiments to
verify the proposed method in the context of AD. Hereafter,
we denote LVM+Head as LVM and LVM+Head+POTGui as
LVM+POTGui for short.

A. Datasets, Evaluation Metrics and Implementation

1) Datasets: The Cityscapes dataset [32] consists of
2,975 training and 500 validation images with ground truth.
Training dataset includes pixel-level label of 19 classes,
including vehicles, pedestrians and so forth. The CamVid
dataset [33] totally includes 701 images with pixel-level
label of 11 classes. We randomly select 600 images to form
training dataset, and the remaining 101 images are served as
test dataset. In addition, we will also conduct real driving
test on Apolloscapes dataset [34] and CARLA_ADV dataset
captured from CARLA [35] simulator under various weather
conditions, such as foggy, rainy, cloudy, etc.

2) Evaluation Metrics: We evaluate the proposed method
on street scene semantic understanding task by employing
four widely used metrics: Mean Intersection over Union
(mIoU), which measures the overlap between predicted mask
and ground truth; Mean Precision (mPre), which assesses the

accuracy of positive predictions; Mean Recall (mRec), evalu-
ating how well the model identifies all relevant instances; and
Mean F1 (mF1), which provides a balance between precision
and recall.

3) Implementation Details: The deep learning model was
implemented using the Pytorch framework, with experiments
conducted on two NVIDIA GeForce 4090 GPUs. We select
the Adam optimizer for training, configuring it with Betas
values of 0.9 and 0.999, and set the weight decay at 1e-
4. The training was executed with a batch size of 8 and a
learning rate of 3e-4. σ in POTGui is set to 0.5.

B. Main Results and Empirical Analysis

In this section, we will present experimental results and
conduct empirical analysis in following aspects:

1) Hidden Feature Selection from LVM: In this part, we
intend to pinpoint the most potent features out of following
six distinct cases: I. Features extracted from the final layer
(i.e., LVM_Last); II. Features from the central layer (i.e.,
LVM_Middle_1); III. Averaging features across all layers
(i.e., LVM_ALL_Avg); IV. Averaging features from the
central four layers (i.e., LVM_Middle_4_Avg); V. Features
from the middle four layers (i.e., LVM_Middle_4); and VI.
Features from all layers (i.e., LVM_ALL). This thorough
comparative study is designed to ascertain the best layer
(or layers) tailored to the needs of AD semantic under-
standing application. Table I compares the performance of
aforementioned cases quantitatively, and demonstrates that
LVM_Middle_4 yields the highest scores across almost all
evaluation metrics. Based on this, subsequent experiments
are based on LVM_Middle_4.

2) LVM+POTGui pk Benchmarks: In this experiment,
our objective is to investigate the competitive edge of
LVM+POTGui over current leading models. Specifically, we
will benchmark the performance of LVM+POTGui against
models such as BiSeNetV2 [36], SegNet [37], DeepLabv3+
[38], SegFormer [24] and LVM [28]. Through this compar-
ison, we aim to assess the convergence and performance of
LVM+POTGui within the context of AD.

Table II presents the average quantitative performance
of LVM+POTGui in comparison to BiSeNetV2, SegNet,
DeepLabv3+, SegFormer and LVM on both Cityscapes
dataset and CamVid dataset. Analyzing this table, we can ob-
serve that LVM+POTGui consistently surpasses BiSeNetV2,
SegNet, DeepLabv3+, SegFormer and LVM in all met-
rics on both datasets. For example, LVM+POTGui outper-
forms LVM by (99.99 - 45.81) / 45.81 = 118.27% on
Cityscapes dataset and (82.06 - 49.29) / 49.29 = 66.48%
on CamVid dataset. Such findings can be visually confirmed
in Fig. 4. In addition, we can observe from Fig. 4 that
LVM+POTGui converges faster than all other competitors.
For instance, on Cityscapes dataset (shown in Figs. 4a
and 4b), LVM+POTGui converges at the first epoch while
LVM converges at 16-th epoch in mIoU and mF1, resulting
15 times faster. Similarly, on CamVid dataset (illustrated in
Figs. 4c and 4d), LVM+POTGui achieves around 6 times
faster than LVM.



TABLE I: Performance comparison of various LVM hidden features on Cityscapes and CamVid dataset

Feature Layer(s) Cityscapes Dataset (19 Semantic Classes) (%) CamVid Dataset (11 Semantic Classes) (%)
mIoU mF1 mPrecision mRecall mIoU mF1 mPrecision mRecall

iGPT_All_Avg 43.70 53.45 54.16 54.71 48.59 60.37 69.40 56.67
iGPT_Last 39.15 49.37 51.94 49.92 45.07 56.18 64.57 53.69

iGPT_Middle_1 43.49 53.24 54.41 53.87 48.28 60.00 69.03 56.37
iGPT_Middle_4_Avg 43.22 53.02 55.14 54.16 48.84 60.59 69.99 56.74

iGPT_Middle_4 45.81 55.15 56.18 56.00 49.29 60.90 70.52 57.27
iGPT_All 44.76 54.34 55.28 56.38 48.98 59.51 70.12 57.47

TABLE II: Average inference performance comparison of all semantic classes on both Cityscapes and CamVid dataset

Benchmarks Cityscapes Dataset (19 Semantic Classes) (%) CamVid Dataset (11 Semantic Classes) (%)
mIoU mF1 mPrecision mRecall mIoU mF1 mPrecision mRecall

BiSeNetV2 [36] 33.63 43.32 44.73 43.96 47.89 53.33 55.12 53.33
SegNet [37] 43.14 52.87 53.47 53.54 46.60 50.18 49.42 51.26

DeepLabv3+ [38] 69.04 75.95 75.29 77.57 69.46 77.58 81.10 76.19
SegFormer [24] 39.37 46.23 43.60 50.07 34.23 38.86 37.26 41.04

LVM [28] 45.81 55.15 56.18 56.00 49.29 60.90 70.52 57.27
LVM+POTGui (Ours) 99.99 99.99 99.99 99.99 82.06 89.52 97.70 85.51

(a) mIoU on Cityscapes (b) mF1 on Cityscapes (c) mIoU on CamVid (d) mF1 on CamVid

Fig. 4: Illustration of performance of LVM+POTGui against existing state-of-the-art benchmarks on Cityscapes and CamVid.
TABLE III: Inference performance comparison for all semantic classes on CamVid dataset across all metrics

Metric Benchmarks CamVid Dataset (11 Semantic Classes) (%)
Sky Building Pole Road Sidewalk Tree Signsymbol Fence Car Pedestrian Bicyclist

IoU

BiSeNetV2 [36] 92.78 84.60 0.00 96.37 84.67 79.58 19.54 0.00 81.20 0.00 0.00
SegNet [37] 93.93 83.09 0.00 95.98 82.60 79.15 0.00 0.00 79.18 0.00 0.00

DeepLabv3+ [38] 92.46 89.84 0.00 97.53 88.45 82.48 55.33 74.51 87.77 56.38 75.33
SegFormer [24] 92.47 78.00 0.00 92.23 68.43 73.16 0.00 0.00 64.00 0.00 0.00

LVM [28] 85.31 74.60 0.05 89.15 63.81 64.60 23.80 34.30 50.80 4.36 44.80
LVM+POTGui (Ours) 98.43 96.55 85.27 98.33 94.77 95.64 82.12 93.24 94.75 85.82 91.59

F1

BiSeNetV2 [36] 96.25 91.66 0.00 98.15 91.70 88.63 31.73 0.00 89.62 0.00 0.00
SegNet [37] 96.87 90.77 0.00 97.95 90.46 88.36 0.00 0.00 88.37 0.00 0.00

DeepLabv3+ [38] 96.08 94.65 0.00 98.75 93.87 90.40 71.22 85.38 93.48 72.09 89.90
SegFormer [24] 96.09 87.64 0.00 95.96 81.25 84.49 0.00 0.00 78.05 0.00 0.00

LVM [28] 92.07 85.43 0.09 94.27 77.91 78.47 38.44 51.03 67.37 8.15 61.83
LVM+POTGui (Ours) 99.21 98.24 92.02 99.16 97.31 97.77 90.14 96.49 97.30 92.34 95.60

Precision

BiSeNetV2 [36] 96.36 88.32 0.00 97.73 92.96 87.81 55.22 0.00 87.99 0.00 0.00
SegNet [37] 97.11 86.45 0.00 97.58 92.49 87.46 0.00 0.00 88.42 0.00 0.00

DeepLabv3+ [38] 96.50 93.40 0.00 98.68 94.52 90.48 96.64 90.14 94.38 78.11 89.59
SegFormer [24] 96.19 83.63 0.00 95.48 83.13 84.43 0.00 0.00 78.83 0.00 0.00

LVM [28] 93.25 83.41 10.94 93.75 84.20 85.07 96.84 77.53 76.84 73.18 88.30
LVM+POTGui (Ours) 99.35 97.64 100.00 98.70 99.10 98.67 100.00 99.86 99.37 100.00 99.99

Recall

BiSeNetV2 [36] 97.21 96.86 0.00 98.84 92.05 92.10 23.49 0.00 94.25 0.00 0.00
SegNet [37] 98.02 96.95 0.00 98.79 91.59 91.61 0.00 0.00 90.96 0.00 0.00

DeepLabv3+ [38] 97.08 97.04 0.00 99.11 94.41 91.90 63.96 85.72 93.82 70.60 88.05
SegFormer [24] 97.95 97.10 0.00 99.76 81.76 88.01 0.00 0.00 81.54 0.00 0.00

LVM [28] 94.04 93.76 0.05 97.29 79.18 80.35 25.82 47.41 71.80 4.75 52.08
LVM+POTGui (Ours) 99.60 99.64 85.27 99.81 96.75 99.05 82.26 93.85 96.43 85.97 91.64

Table III delineates the class-wise performance of
LVM+POTGui against other competitors on CamVid dataset.
It reveals following distinct patterns: (I) Classes with exten-
sive coverage or greater dimensions, such as Sky, Building,
Road, Sidewalk, Tree, and Car, are well-inferred by nearly all
models. These models demonstrate commendable accuracy,
frequently surpassing 90% across various metrics. (II) Con-
versely, for more slender classes like Pole and Fence, the

performance of almost other competitors markedly decline
to zero in all adopted metrics. Whereas LVM+POTGui
maintains the best performance with over 80% scores across
all metrics. (III) In the case of classes with high shape
variability, such as Bicyclist, the LVM+POTGui outperforms
all competitors. This can be attributed to LVM’s vast training
dataset and POTGui’s excellent optimization capability.

Moreover, Table IV illustrates the prediction performance
of the involved models for three real-world RGB images



TABLE IV: Inference performance comparison of semantic understanding driven by varieties of models on real-world dataset

Raw Images Ground Truth BiSeNetV2 SegNet DeepLabv3+ LVM+POTGui (Ours)

(a) mIoU (b) mF1

Fig. 5: The effect of the number of layers on POTGui.

qualitatively. The findings still clearly demonstrates that
LVM+POTGui outshines its competitors by achieving the
best prediction in details. For example, on the one hand, the
prediction of LVM+POTGui is segmented finer than others,
such as the tree leafs; on the other hand, the slender pole is
more approximate to the ground truth.

C. Ablation Study

The number of layers in POTGen affects the perfor-
mance of the proposed POTGui optimization scheme. Fig. 5
compares the performance of different cases of POTGui
with different number of layers. We can observe following
patterns from Fig. 5: (I) The more layers POTGen contains,
the better performance LVM+POTGui has. (II) The more
layers the POTGen has, the faster LVM+POTGui converges.
(III) When the number of layers of POTGen exceeds a certain
value, the performance of LVM+POTGui does not improve
any more. For example, the case of 50 layers performs almost
same with the case of 60 layers.

D. Real Driving Test

Fig. 6 compares the inference performance of
LVM+POTGui against DeepLabv3+ (best performing
competitor) in real driving test. Notably, LVM+POTGui
consistently demonstrates better performance relative to
DeepLabv3+, which can be supported by following aspects:
(I) LVM+POTGui consistently achieves higher scores for
all metrics across all sequential frames, indicating better
accuracy. (II) LVM+POTGui shows small performance

(a) Real Driving Test on Apolloscapes

(b) Real Driving Test on CARLA_ADV

Fig. 6: Real driving test of LVM+POTGui on Apolloscapes
dataset and CARLA_ADV dataset.

variance across varied test conditions, such as fog, cloudy,
rainy, dark, and combinations thereof, suggesting robustness
against adverse weather conditions.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper introduced a POTGui-endowed LVM-driven
street scene semantic understanding method in the context of
AD. It involved deploying LVM and POTGui optimization
scheme on vehicle to understand semantic information of
driving surroundings. We carried out comprehensive ex-
periments on real-world dataset (i.e., Cityscapes dataset,
CamVid dataset and ApolloScapes dataset) and deployed
the proposed method in CARLA simulation platform to
verify it. Experimental results demonstrated that the proposed
method outperforms existing approaches. Future work plans



to incorporate multi-modal data into the proposed method,
such as Lidar and depth camera.
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