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Figure 1. CityLoc: Given an ambiguous text description, our method accurately localizes camera poses distribution in the large-scale city,
mapping out the likely locations of descriptions like intersections, traffic lights, and urban areas.

Abstract

Localizing text descriptions in large-scale 3D scenes is in-
herently an ambiguous task. This nonetheless arises while
describing general concepts, e.g. all traffic lights in a city. To
facilitate reasoning based on such concepts, text localization
in the form of distribution is required. In this paper, we gener-
ate the distribution of the camera poses conditioned upon the
textual description. To facilitate such generation, we propose
a diffusion-based architecture that conditionally diffuses the
noisy 6DoF camera poses to their plausible locations. The
conditional signals are derived from the text descriptions,
using the pre-trained text encoders. The connection between
text descriptions and pose distribution is established through

B Corresponding author: Bin Ren, bin.ren@insait.ai

pretrained Vision-Language-Model, i.e. CLIP. Furthermore,
we demonstrate that the candidate poses for the distribution
can be further refined by rendering potential poses using 3D
Gaussian splatting, guiding incorrectly posed samples to-
wards locations that better align with the textual description,
through visual reasoning. We demonstrate the effectiveness
of our method by comparing it with both standard retrieval
methods and learning-based approaches. Our proposed
method consistently outperforms these baselines across all
five large-scale datasets. Our source code and dataset will
be made publicly available.

1. Introduction

With the emergence of multi-modal understanding at scale,
text and vision inputs are more coupled then ever. They
are known to be complimentary, but yet not be avail-
able jointly at all times. Therefore, methods such as
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CLIP [45], DALLE [46], LLAVA [34], and others
[1, 4, 9, 10, 26, 30, 43, 59, 73], learn to translate one to
the other for several tasks. We are interested in performing
localization in a visual environment, i.e. the visual represen-
tation of the environment is known, by merely using its text
description. Our motivation for doing so comes in twofold:
(i) To understand the visual locations based on the language
description by humans for natural Human-robot interactions;
(ii) To facilitate large-language models (LLMs) to explore
the visual scenes through language tokens. We are interested
in performing text-based 6 degrees-of-freedom (6DoF) local-
ization at large scenes which are infeasible to be processed
in a simple feed-forward manner within the practical means.

The text-based 6DoF localization – at the scale of the
large 3D scenes and within the aforementioned motivations
– is essentially an ambiguous task in most scenarios. For
example, there are many scenarios of “building next to the
street near a traffic light and zebra crossings". Therefore,
we wish to perform localization covering all possible cases
related to the given text description to be localized. More
precisely, we wish to generate the distribution of camera
poses conditioned upon the textual description. For this, we
propose to use the diffusion-based conditional distribution
learning technique, where the pose samples of the target
distribution are obtained by iteratively updating the noisy
poses, while conditioning upon the text features. This differ-
entiates our method from those in [22, 62], which focus on
finding the most likely pose and require highly detailed text
descriptions.

For the visual representation, we use multiple large-scale
3D Gaussian scenes as shown in Fig. 2, which we built in-
house using a recent hierarchical 3D Gaussian method [21].
This representation allows us to rasterize 2D images given
6DoF poses, thus allowing us to perform visual reasoning
using images on the pose proposals obtained from the diffu-
sion models. If necessary, the diffusion process itself could
potentially be conditioned on the rasterized 2D images to
better guide the localization process[58]. However, for the
sake of efficiency –since we perform localization at the city
scale – we avoid such conditioning. Instead, we utilize the
visual 3D representation to further process the pose candi-
date obtained from the diffusion process. More precisely, the
candidate poses generated by conditioning on the input text
descriptions are further processed in two phases using the
respective rasterized 2D images: (i) a direct filtration of the
candidates and (ii) pose refinement through the optimization
process, based on the similar between the input text and text
description of the rasterized 2D images. Furthermore, we
showcase the benefit of the proposed method for the task at
hand in the presence of 2D images, as as well both image
and text in the multi-modal setting.

Our method significantly differs from the closest re-
lated works: PoseDiffusion [58] and Text2Pose [22],

Text2Loc [62], and RET [57]. PoseDiffusion localizes the
central object, whose poses in the general settings are de-
terministic and less ambagious, unlike that of the text de-
scription. Furthermore, PoseDiffusion is tailored to perform
multi-view bundle adjustment averaging the diffusion pro-
cess and the iterative rasterization, making it not suitable the
large scale localization. Note that the likelihood of finding
visually similar images through rasterization decreases expo-
nentially with the increase of the scene’s scale. On the other
hand, Text2Pose, Text2Loc, and RET make the assumption
that the input description is sufficient to be uniquely local-
ized. They perform localization in 2D which hinders the
possibility of visual reasoning through rasterization in our
setting. In addition, they are retrieval-based and exploit the
point cloud-based scene representation. In our experiments,
we show that the retrieval-based solution performs poorly
due to the diversity in the scene, limited textual hints, and
our requirement of the 6DoF pose parameters.

We apply our method across five different large-scale
scenes, covering various viewpoints such as street-level and
aerial views. These scenes include diverse environments,
from urban to suburban areas, in both real and simulated set-
tings, with a total area exceeding 10 square kilometers. We
use Llava[34] to ensure a high diversity of text descriptions
during training. During testing, we evaluate performance
across different levels of text description granularity, show-
ing that our method achieves better localization accuracy
with higher granularity descriptions.
• Experimental Setup and Benchmarking: We develop a

comprehensive experimental setup designed to evaluate
city-scale, text-based 6DoF localization.

• Novel Approach for Text-Based 6DoF Localization: We
propose a diffusion-based method for text-based 6DoF
localization that operates effectively at the city scale.

• Pose Refinement Technique: We employ Gaussian splat-
ting rendering for pose refinement, filtering out poorly
matched poses and optimizing them by maximizing cosine
similarity with text features. This guides the pose to the
most relevant location for the given text description.

• State-of-the-Art Results: Our approach delivers superior
performance, surpassing baseline methods in both pose
estimation accuracy and distribution modeling.

2. Related Work
Diffusion Model. Diffusion models [13, 14, 51], inspired
by non-equilibrium thermodynamics, approximate complex
data distributions by reversing a noise addition process
through a series of diffusion steps. Originally developed
for generative tasks, these models have demonstrated impres-
sive results in image [13, 14, 52, 60], video [15, 50], and 3D
point cloud generation [32, 39, 47, 70], as well as in natural
language [3, 28] and audio generation [44]. More recently,
diffusion models have been adapted for discriminative tasks,
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Figure 2. We present qualitative results of our large-scale Gaussian
splats, including the number of images and the trained Gaussian
memory size for each scene.

including image segmentation [2, 7] and visual grounding.
However, there has been little exploration of applying diffu-
sion models to camera localization tasks. In this work, we
leverage the iterative nature of diffusion to refine probabilis-
tic spatial representations for accurate camera pose estima-
tion. By modeling spatial correlations through a Gaussian
representation, we progressively refine the 6 DoF camera
pose, achieving high precision and robustness in large-scale
scenes, thus showcasing the flexibility of diffusion models
in localization and scene understanding.

Multi-Modal Large Language Models. To extend the
advancements of language models [8, 11, 16, 24, 55] across
modalities, Multi-Modal Large Language Models (MLLMs)
integrate language and vision [1, 36, 66, 71, 72]. These
models excel in tasks requiring an understanding of both
text and images, which is relevant for camera localization
in large-scale scenes. Flamingo [1] was among the first to
align image-text pairs using gated cross-attention blocks,
highlighting the importance of multi-modal integration. In 6
DoF camera localization, MLLMs enhance the interpretation
of complex urban environments by integrating semantic in-
formation from both modalities. End-to-end MLLMs often
fine-tune intermediate networks [23, 68] or sampler modules
[67] to map visual features into the language space, improv-
ing scene representations for localization tasks. Models like
BLIP-2 [27], MiniGPT-4 [72], and LLava [36] bridge modal-
ity gaps using querying transformers and two-stage training
processes, demonstrating the effectiveness of combining vi-
sual and textual data to enhance localization accuracy. Other
notable models such as Otter [25], mPLUG-Owl [64], and
InstructBLIP [12] offer architectural inspirations. Drawing
from these MLLMs, our method utilizes Gaussian represen-
tations [20] to improve 6 DoF camera localization in large-
scale scenes, enhancing both accuracy and computational
efficiency.

Large-scale 3D Representation and Localization. Re-
cent advancements in view synthesis, such as NeRFs
[5, 6, 41, 42, 61] and 3DGS [20, 21, 37, 38, 40, 63], have

revolutionized 3D scene representation by utilizing differ-
entiable rendering and optimization. While these methods
excel at modeling complex scenes, they struggle with large,
unbounded 3D spaces. To address this, several methods have
scaled 3D representations by dividing scenes into blocks
or using multi-level decompositions, such as Mega-NeRF
[56], Block-NeRF [54], CityGaussian [37], and hierarchical
3DGS [21].

Localization and mapping are closely linked, with high-
quality 3D reconstructions aiding visual localization. Meth-
ods like PoseNet [18] predict camera poses but struggle
in large environments. Hloc [48] improves large-scale lo-
calization by combining structure-from-motion with global
features, while iNeRF [65] and iGS [53] invert NeRFs and
3DGS for 6DoF pose estimation. Text-based methods like
Text2Pos [57] and Text2Loc [62] generate poses from de-
scriptions, but can suffer from ambiguity. In contrast, our
method learns a distribution of poses from text and refines
them using a 3DGS map, marking the first work to bridge
text descriptions with pose distributions and use Gaussian
representations for large-scale pose refinement.

3. Proposed Method
Problem Setting. We tackle the problem of estimating 6
DoF pose parameters given text features describing a sin-
gle scene (e.g., captions or descriptions of scene aspects).
Formally, given a tuple T =

(
T i

)N
i=1

of N ∈ N input text

features T i ∈ Rd, we aim to recover the tuple P =
(
P i

)N
i=1

of corresponding pose parameters P i ∈ SE(3).

3.1. Preliminaries:
Diffusion Models. Diffusion models [14, 51] are a class of
likelihood-based generative models that approximate com-
plex data distributions by inverting a diffusion process from
data to a simple distribution via noising and denoising. The
noising process transforms data samples x into noise over a
sequence of T ∈ N steps. The model is trained to learn the
denoising process.

A Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Model (DDPM) spec-
ifies Gaussian noising. For a variance schedule β1, ..., βT
across T steps, the noising transitions are defined as follows:

q(xt | xt−1) = N (xt;
√

1− βtxt−1, βtI), (1)

where I is the identity matrix. This schedule ensures xT
approaches an isotropic Gaussian, i.e., q(xT ) ≈ N (0, I).
Setting αt = 1−βt and ᾱt =

∏t
i=1 αi yields a closed-form

solution for directly sampling xt given a data point x0:

xt ∼ q(xt | x0) = N (xt;
√
ᾱtx0, (1− ᾱt)I). (2)

For sufficiently small βt, the reverse pθ(xt−1 | xt) is
Gaussian. Thus, we approximate it with model Fθ:

pθ(xt−1 | xt) = N (xt−1;
√
αtFθ(xt, t), (1− αt)I). (3)
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- This image shows a city street with 
tall buildings on either side  and a crosswalk. 
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Figure 3. Overview of CityLoc. The left panel shows the training process, where images and multi-level of granularity text input are first
converted to CLIP features. A fusion algorithm combines these features to train a pose diffusion model, mapping them to a 6DoF camera
pose distribution. The right panel illustrates the inference phase, where the pose diffusion model outputs camera poses for any given text
input. A pretrained Gaussian field is used to refine the poses, aligning the input text features with the rendered image features.

3D Gaussian Splatting. 3DGS represents scene space with
Gaussian primitives {Yi}Ni=1, stacking these as follows:

Y = [C,O, S,R, SH] ∈ RN×59, (4)

where C ∈ RN×3 denotes the centroid, O ∈ RN×1 the
opacity, S ∈ RN×3 the scale, R ∈ RN×4 the quaternion
rotation vector, and SH ∈ RN×48 the spherical harmonics.
These are collectively termed Gaussian parameters. Each
Gaussian softly represents a spatial area with opacity. A
point q in the scene space is influenced by a Gaussian Yi
according to the Gaussian distribution, weighted by opacity:

hi(q) = Oi exp

(
−1

2
(q − Ci)

TΣ−1
i (q − Ci)

)
, (5)

where covariance Σi is formulated as Σi = RiSiS
T
i R

T
i .

Projected onto a 2D image plane, each Gaussian’s in-
fluence, h, contributes to a pixel’s color through an alpha-
blending equation over the set G of influencing Gaussians:

cpixel =
∑
i∈G

cih
2D
i

i−1∏
j=1

(1− h2D
j ) . (6)

Through differentiable rasterization, rendering losses are
back-propagated to update the Gaussian parameters. In this
manner, we represent images rendered from pose P given
by I = G(P ).

3.2. Text-based Localization
CityLoc models the conditional probability distribution
p(P |T ) of pose parameters P given text features T .

Using a diffusion-based model [51, 58], we model
p(P |T ) with a denoising process. Specifically, p(P |T ) is
estimated by training a diffusion model Fθ on a training set
S = {(Pj , Tj)}Mj=1 of M ∈ N locations with ground truth
text features Tj and pose parameters cj . At inference, for a
new set of features T , we sample p(P |T ) to estimate pose
parameters P . The denoising process is conditioned on T ,
i.e., pθ(Pt−1 | Pt, T ):

pθ(Pt−1|Pt, T ) = N (Pt−1;
√
αtFθ(Pt, t, T ), (1− αt)I).

(7)

Denoiser Fθ. The denoiser Fθ is implemented as a Trans-
former:

Fθ(Pt, t, T ) = Trans
[(

cat(P i
t , t, ψ(T

i)
)N
i=1

]
= µt−1.

(8)
Here, the Transformer processes a sequence of noisy tu-
ples P i

t , time t, and embeddings ψ(T i) ∈ RDψ of text
features T i, outputting the corresponding denoised param-
eters µt−1 = (µi

t−1)
N
i=1. Training Fθ is supervised by the

denoising loss:

Ldiff = Et∼[1,T ],Pt∼q(Pt|P0,T )∥Fθ(Pt, t, T )− P0∥2, (9)

where the expectation aggregates over all diffusion steps t,
the diffused samples Pt ∼ q(Pt|P0, T ), and a training set
S = {(P0,j , Tj)}Mj=1 of scenes with text features Tj and
poses P0,j . Following DDPM sampling [14], we initialize
with random parameters PT ∼ N (0, I) and, at each iteration
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Figure 4. Qualitative results on the small town dataset: The enlarged green camera and its corresponding images represent those used to
generate multiple text prompts with varying levels of granularity. We report the pose distribution conditioned on different levels of text
details. The results clearly demonstrate that more informative text inputs lead to more precise location estimates. Additionally, cameras
estimated in other locations provide meaningful insights. This is illustrated by selecting a pose within a high-density area as shown in red
camera and orange camera, where both estimates reveal the presence of a traffic light. Zoom in for better visual results.

t ∈ (T, ..., 0), sample the next step ct−1 as:

Pt−1 ∼ N (Pt−1;
√
ᾱt−1Fθ(Pt, t, T ), (1− ᾱt−1)I). (10)

3.3. Text and Gaussian based Refinement
We begin with an initial Gaussian pose estimate P̂ , obtained
via a diffusion process, which serves as a probabilistic start-
ing point for our pose configuration. From this initial esti-
mate, we render an image Î = G(P̂ ) using our generator
G. At the same time, we extract the text feature T i directly
from the input text through the CLIP text encoder, captur-
ing the semantic richness and intent embedded within the
description. Our ultimate goal is to refine the pose P so that
it aligns the generated image with the semantics of the text
in a shared feature space, seamlessly bridging visual and
linguistic modalities.

To achieve this, we formulate an optimization objective

that minimizes the discrepancy between the text feature T
and the image feature ψI(G(P )), where ψI is the CLIP
image encoder. This is expressed as:

min
P
∥T − ψI(G(P ))∥. (11)

Initialized with P̂ from the diffusion process, P is iteratively
optimized to reduce this feature distance, driving the pose to-
wards an expressive configuration that captures the nuanced
intent of the text. This refinement process not only enhances
the coherence between text and image but ensures that the
final pose authentically embodies the descriptive depth of
the input text, resulting in a highly aligned, semantically
resonant image.

3.4. The overall Pipeline of the proposed CityLoc
The CityLoc pipeline, illustrated in Fig. 3, integrates both
training and inference phases to achieve accurate pose esti-
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Figure 5. Qualitative results of the proposed method: Training images are shown on the left, with the rendered images on the right.

mation from text prompts. During training, images are pro-
cessed through the CLIP image encoder and text through the
CLIP text encoder, merging their embeddings with a novel
mixing algorithm to form a unified representation. These
image embeddings condition a diffusion model, which gen-
erates denoised pose estimates, optimized by minimizing the
discrepancy with known poses. In inference, a text prompt
alone is encoded and passed through the pretrained diffusion
model to predict poses. These are used with city-scale Gaus-
sian data to render initial images, though biases often arise
in these renders. To refine accuracy, we align the rendered
image embeddings with those from the original text, itera-
tively adjusting the poses to eliminate discrepancies. This
refinement enables CityLoc to achieve precise, text-aligned
pose predictions that faithfully reflect the intended spatial
configurations.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Settings

We evaluate the performance of CityLoc on a diverse set of
datasets. First, we assess our method on the Small Town
dataset [21], a large-scale collection comprising 5,822 im-
ages covering an area of over 40,000 m2, with camera poses
extracted using COLMAP [49]. Additionally, we test our
approach on the UrbanScene3D dataset [31], which contains

high-resolution drone imagery of expansive urban environ-
ments. The initial GPS-derived camera poses are refined
through a data preprocessing procedure based on MegaN-
eRF [56]. Finally, we evaluate CityLoc on the extensive
MatrixCity dataset [29], which includes 67,000 aerial im-
ages and 452,000 street-level images spanning two city maps
with a total area of 28 km2.

Text-Prompt Generation. In constructing the datasets for
image captioning, we utilize the LLava-NEXT model [33–
35] to process images at varying granularities. The text
generation is conditioned on a question argument that spec-
ifies the desired level of detail in the captions, as outlined
below:
• Nouns: Generates a list of up to ten nouns that capture the

primary visual elements present in the image.
• Long Sentence: Produces a detailed caption composed

of three concise sentences, providing a comprehensive
description of the image.

• Mid Sentence: Delivers a balanced description in two
sentences, offering an optimal trade-off between detail and
conciseness.

• Short Sentence: Condenses the image content into a sin-
gle succinct sentence, emphasizing the most prominent
features.
In our experimental framework, the granularity of the
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Table 1. We compare performance across five datasets using deep learning-based methods. 1) The regression method follows the approach in
[19], with the addition of CLIP embeddings as input. We extend this regression method to distribution learning by incorporating techniques
from [17]. 2) The retrieval method uses the nearest K samples to generate a sufficient number of samples close to the text CLIP embedding.
3) For our method, we first report results trained solely on image CLIP features. 4) We then present results using text CLIP features through
mixed training. 5) Finally, we refine our approach using Gaussian splat rendering and report the resulting improvements.

Method
k=15 k=10 k=5

RE TE RDA RE TE RDA RE TE RDA

Small Town

Regression 5.98 5.98 - 5.83 5.87 - 2.34 1.57 -
MCDrop 10.79 11.46 7.72 7.41 7.28 8.69 3.34 3.31 3.07
Retrieval 5.88 5.67 3.67 3.94 3.95 4.27 2.72 2.08 4.8
Ours 9.25 6.21 16.91 6.66 4.65 15.21 3.71 2.57 11.68
Ours Mixed 5.37 4.54 22.62 4.13 3.35 35.33 2.80 1.99 55.35
Ours Refined 5.88 7.18 26.37 4.95 5.09 41.46 3.11 1.45 57.21

Residence

Regression 10.39 9.78 - 5.31 6.85 - 1.63 2.89 -
MCDrop 9.17 10.49 4.30 6.99 7.08 6.10 3.78 3.54 3.20
Retrieval 1.81 9.52 3.10 1.76 6.73 4.37 1.49 3.47 2.76
Ours 5.32 10.24 6.23 3.89 7.14 14.01 2.71 3.93 25.83
Ours Mixed 1.58 8.42 10.21 1.56 6.15 20.26 1.47 3.45 25.93
Ours Refined 2.20 8.02 12.42 1.85 6.87 24.21 1.84 3.23 28.85

Sciart

Regression 9.32 5.38 - 4.96 3.86 - 2.77 2.59 -
MCDrop 10.99 10.79 6.29 7.67 7.62 4.46 3.76 3.63 0.09
Retrieval 7.69 7.91 4.86 5.26 4.82 4.86 2.82 2.44 2.57
Ours 10.75 9.38 19.6 7.29 6.6 28.32 3.63 3.57 27.82
Ours Mixed 7.64 6.48 32.01 5.43 4.30 43.61 3.03 2.58 36.47
Ours Refined 7.76 6.08 34.69 5.95 5.18 44.39 2.68 3.09 39.92

MatrixCity-Street

Regression 4.99 9.27 - 2.96 5.91 - 1.51 3.30 -
MCDrop 10.07 9.89 1.26 7.13 7.10 1.98 2.63 2.98 2.45
Retrieval 1.74 8.68 1.89 0.87 5.61 2.13 0.49 2.46 2.77
Ours 2.07 9.31 16.44 1.33 6.48 29.86 0.90 3.10 76.46
Ours Mixed 1.74 8.13 7.96 0.99 5.73 12.76 0.64 2.69 27.57
Ours Refined 1.64 8.10 15.11 1.02 5.23 23.24 0.61 2.45 35.21

MatrixCity-Aerial

Regression 10.07 9.89 1.26 7.13 7.10 1.98 2.63 2.98 2.45
MCDrop 6.14 10.04 0.27 4.24 6.70 0.25 2.27 3.38 0.20
Retrieval 1.47 8.3 2.27 0.57 5.89 4.1 0.46 3.46 3.28
Ours 3.74 9.79 10.50 2.03 6.81 19.9 1.38 3.60 47.13
Ours Mixed 1.82 7.81 9.69 0.87 5.56 18.18 0.61 3.24 35.51
Ours fine 1.94 6.92 13.21 0.92 5.23 20.03 0.67 3.43 39.22

image descriptions varies according to the following levels:
in low-granularity experiments, only the list of nouns is used
as the image description. For high-granularity experiments,
all sentence types are employed, providing a richer textual
representation of the image. In the maximum granularity
setting, we combine both the noun list and all sentence types
to generate the most detailed image description.

Evaluation Metrics. As illustrated in the 2D example in
Fig. 6, we evaluate pose estimation using Rotation Error
(RE) and Translation Error (TE). We additionally report
Relative Distribution Accuracy (RDA) to assess distribution

learning performance. Unlike prior work ([57], [62]), in our
task, the ambiguous text input and large-scale scene make it
challenging to identify all other positive samples.

Implementation Details. All experiments were conducted
using an NVIDIA A6000 GPU. We implemented DDPM
with an 8-layer transformer. For pose representation, we
used a quaternion vector for rotation and a translation vector
in global coordinates. The training was done with a learning
rate of 1× 10−4 and a CosineWarmup scheduler. We used
the Adam optimizer and trained for 5,000 epochs on most
datasets, while for Matrix City Street, was 2,500 epochs.
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Table 2. Granularity Experiments. For low granularity, we use the template "This is a view of word" with a maximum of five words. For
high granularity, we employ descriptions generated by Llava, ranging from short to longer sentences. For maximum granularity, we use the
CLIP embedding of images. In this table, we add more baseline for the fair comparison to demonstrate how different granularity could affect
the final results.

Method Low granularity High granularity Max granularity
RE TE RDA RE TE RDA RE TE RDA

Small Town

Ours 9.98 7.31 2.73 10.48 6.81 3.70 3.35 1.12 83.75
Ours Mixed 5.94 5.67 5.96 5.54 4.34 18.69 3.34 1.54 80.45

Residence

Ours 6.15 11.71 1.09 5.81 11.22 1.53 1.38 2.89 35.75
Ours Mixed 1.58 9.48 10.67 1.60 8.8 24.84 1.51 4.1 96.18

Sci-Art

Ours 11.41 11.01 1.18 11.91 10.03 2.32 5.31 2.54 126.70
Ours Mixed 8.08 7.61 7.97 7.87 6.61 19.89 5.60 2.71 120.61

MatrixCity Street

Ours 2.33 10.59 1.75 2.16 10.59 1.59 1.02 1.62 105.07
Ours Mixed 1.81 8.83 1.89 1.76 8.39 2.98 1.45 5.22 41.13

MatrixCity Aerial

Ours 4.03 10.79 2.12 4.44 11.05 1.81 0.78 3.03 61.70
Ours Mixed 1.88 8.86 2.72 1.93 7.99 5.43 1.30 4.13 43.38

Figure 6. Relative Distribution Accuracy (RDA) RDA measures
the accuracy of the sample distribution within a specified region,
defined by a distance threshold k. The predicted distribution’s sam-
ple number equals the uniform samples. Translation Error (TE)
quantifies localization error by calculating the average translation
error of only those samples that fall within the specified region

Distribution Learning: We begin by learning position pri-
ors for the diffusion model across each large-scale dataset
as shown in Tab. 1. Our results demonstrate that our ap-
proach outperforms other baselines in terms of RDA, achiev-
ing a high concentration of samples near the ground truth
pose, with most poses being highly accurate. On smaller
datasets, mixed training enhances performance. However,
for larger datasets like Matrix City, mixed training leads to
worse results, likely due to the increased ambiguity in text
descriptions for large-scale scenes.

Additionally, we validated the effectiveness of the Gaus-

sian splatting-based refinement method. By leveraging text
CLIP embeddings and rendering image CLIP embeddings
to filter and maximize similarity, we achieved significant im-
provements in distribution performance across most datasets.

Granularity Experiment: We report results for different
text granularities, as shown in Tab. 2. Our findings clearly
demonstrate that, while outperforming the baseline, the RDA
score increases with more detailed text. This indicates that
the estimated poses become more concentrated around the
ground truth. Furthermore, when using the most detailed
image CLIP features, we achieve the highest RDA score, we
can also see this in Fig. 5 More ablations about granularity
will be shown in the supplementary material.

5. Conclusion
We presented a diffusion-based framework for text-based
6DoF localization at the city scale, addressing ambiguity and
scalability challenges in large, complex environments. By
leveraging 3D Gaussian splatting for efficient pose refine-
ment through text and rendered image similarity optimiza-
tion, our method achieves superior localization accuracy.
Thanks to the Gaussian splatting-based scene representation
that allows us to perform the visual reasoning during the
refinement step. Applied across diverse large-scale scenes,
our approach bridges text and visual understanding, enabling
natural human-robot interaction and enhancing multi-modal
reasoning in visual environments.
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CityLoc: 6 DoF Localization of Text Descriptions in Large-Scale Scenes with
Gaussian Representation

Supplementary Material

In this supplementary material, we provide additional de-
tails to enhance the clarity and comprehensiveness of our
work. First, we present two important corrections and clar-
ifications in Sec. 1, addressing key points that strengthen
our claims. Next, the experimental setups are detailed in
Sec. 2, followed by an in-depth analysis of the ablation ex-
periments in Sec. 3, which demonstrate the effectiveness of
our approach. Finally, we discuss further implications and
insights in Sec. 4 and conclude with an exploration of the
broader impact of our work in Sec. 5.

1. Corrections

We report two corrections on the main page: 1) In Fig.4
of our main manuscript, the caption has been updated to:
Qualitative results of different text granularity in the small
town dataset. 2) In Fig.6 of our main manuscript, we add the
following clarification: The results are calculated based on a
uniform sample number and the generated sample numbers.

2. Experimental Setups

Gaussian Training. To process large-scale scenes, we uti-
lize H3DGS [21] for Gaussian training. Chunk sizes are set
to 100× 100 for street views and 200× 200 for aerial views.
The datasets are partitioned into the following chunks: 4 for
the small town dataset, 2 for the SciArt dataset, 4 for the
residence dataset, 66 for the Matrix City aerial dataset, and
203 for the Matrix City small dataset. Each chunk is trained
for 60,000 iterations. Subsequently, chunks are merged fol-
lowing hierarchy optimization; however, for the Matrix City
dataset, memory constraints as shown in Fig.2 of our main
manuscript prevent merging all chunks. Instead, only adja-
cent chunks are merged with overlap. For each dataset, we
first use the training views from regarding dataset to con-
struct the Gaussian splats. Subsequently, we randomly select
10% of the poses as the validation set, while the remaining
90% are used to train the diffusion model.
Diffusion Model Training. In addition to the details men-
tioned in our main manuscript, for each batch, we randomly
select 90 different timesteps out of a total of 100. We opti-
mize the noise prediction step-by-step with a dropout rate
of 0.1. The beta scheduler follows a linear progression from
1×10−4 to 0.1. For optimization, we use an L1 loss function
for both translation and rotation quaternions. For the CLIP
model, we use the pretrained laion2bs34b-b88k. For LLava,
we utilize the lmms-lab/llama3-llava-next-8b model.
Mixup Training Algorithm. To tackle the challenge of text-

Algorithm 1 Mixup Training Algorithm

Require:
Inputs:
• Image I and text T
• Random pose Prand and ground truth pose Pgt
• Swap ratio β ∈ [0, 1] (hyperparameter)
• Diffusion model hDDPM
• CLIP Text Encoder (providing T) and CLIP Image

Encoder fCLIP,img
Ensure: Refined predicted pose Ppred

1: Compute image embedding: EI ← fCLIP,img(I)
2: Compute text embedding: ET ← fCLIP,text(T)
3: Combine embeddings:

Emix ←

{
ET with probability β,
EI with probability 1− β.

4: Predict pose: Ppred ← hDDPM(Emix, Prand)
5: Compute loss: L ← ∥Ppred − Pgt∥2
6: Update model: hDDPM ← argminh E[L]
7: for epoch = 1 to N do
8: Repeat from step 1
9: end for

10: return Ppred

based 6DoF localization at the city scale, where mapping
ambiguous textual descriptions to precise camera poses is in-
herently difficult, we propose the Mixup Training Algorithm
(Algorithm 1). This algorithm bridges the gap between input
textual descriptions and predicted camera poses by introduc-
ing a novel embedding combination strategy during training.
First, embeddings are generated for images and texts using a
CLIP Image Encoder and a CLIP Text Encoder, respectively.
These embeddings are then blended using a learnable swap
ratio, which dynamically controls the contribution of text
and image features.

To enhance representational capacity, the combined em-
beddings are further processed through an MLP and used
as conditional inputs to a diffusion model (DDPM), which
predicts the camera pose. By minimizing the mean squared
error between the predicted and ground truth poses, the
model is optimized to embed textual information directly
into the pose prediction process without sacrificing the spa-
tial precision provided by image data. This approach ensures
a robust alignment between text and pose, reduces ambiguity
in text-to-pose mapping, and achieves accurate localization
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Table A. Ablations about granularity on small town dataset.

Granularity CLIP Cos Low granularity High granularity Max granularity Mean
RE TE RDA RE TE RDA RE TE RDA RE TE RDA

1 noun 0.19 6.39 6.05 3.21 6.94 6.05 4.57 3.35 1.67 81.32 5.56 4.59 29.70
3 nouns 0.25 6.13 5.65 7.30 7.16 6.42 4.86 3.43 1.56 81.38 5.57 4.54 31.18
5 nouns 0.27 6.22 5.57 9.69 6.80 6.00 7.08 3.45 1.48 80.05 5.49 4.35 32.27

All nouns 0.23 5.83 5.45 7.68 6.02 6.03 7.50 3.39 1.58 80.37 5.08 4.35 31.85
short sentence 0.27 6.97 6.96 3.38 6.16 4.20 19.41 3.49 1.45 80.48 5.54 4.20 34.42

middle sentence 0.27 7.14 6.62 3.89 5.85 3.98 23.49 3.40 1.45 81.44 5.46 4.02 36.27
long sentence 0.29 7.45 6.54 3.75 6.08 3.99 26.51 3.39 1.43 80.81 5.64 4.00 37.02
All sentences 0.28 6.61 6.40 3.84 5.43 3.62 27.27 3.37 1.48 80.88 5.14 3.83 37.33

All 0.25 5.94 5.67 5.96 5.54 4.34 18.69 3.34 1.54 80.45 4.94 3.85 35.03

Llava: The image shows a cityscape with tall buildings. The buildings are of various designs and 
heights. The photo is taken from an aerial perspective.

This image shows a dense cityscape with a 
reddish-brown building standing out among gray 
and white skyscrapers, including a triangular-
roofed structure in the foreground. Rooftops 
feature detailed urban infrastructure like vents 
and HVAC units. The faint streets below add 
depth to the scene.

This view highlights a towering black skyscraper 
surrounded by reddish-brown and gray buildings 
of varied styles. The triangular building 
reappears, contrasting with the square and 
rectangular forms around it. Detailed rooftops 
and visible streets emphasize the urban density.

Figure A. Limitations on generated text for large scale scene: We used the Llava model for image captioning at different granularities, but
we found that for larger and more complex scenes, the text generated by Llava fails to extract more effective information. For example, as
shown in the image above, for two pictures with numerous city buildings, Llava fails to generate distinct text prompts. In contrast, ChatGPT
provides very detailed information that is helpful for localization.

Table B. Ablations about swap probability.

Swap Probability Small Town
RE TE RDA

0 9.25 6.21 16.91
0.1 7.07 4.99 18.92
0.3 5.78 4.56 21.8
0.5 5.39 4.43 22.99
0.7 5.26 4.33 23.64
0.9 5.28 4.33 22.56
1.0 5.45 4.72 15.28

in large-scale, complex environments.
Gaussian Refinement Algorithm. To identify the pose that
best matches the text embedding at the feature level from the
many possible outputs of a diffusion model, we propose the

Gaussian Refinement Algorithm (Algorithm 2). This algo-
rithm iteratively refines an initial coarse pose by aligning its
rendered view with the corresponding textual description in
the embedding space, leveraging city-scale Gaussian mod-
els and the expressiveness of CLIP embeddings to achieve
robust text-to-pose refinement.

The refinement process begins with a coarse camera pose,
which is used to render a synthetic view based on the Gaus-
sian model and pipeline parameters. During refinement, we
follow the steps outlined in ICOMA, rendering images at a
resolution of 224 × 224 while maintaining the same field
of view (FoV). For images with differing aspect ratios, the
shorter side is resized to 224 pixels, and the longer side is
cropped to match the aspect ratio. Since the rasterization
process only allows optimization of one image at a time,
optimizing across all poses in the test set would be compu-
tationally prohibitive. Thus, refinement is conducted on a
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Algorithm 2 Gaussian Refinement Algorithm

Require:
Inputs:
• Initial coarse camera pose Pcoarse
• Ground truth pose Pgt
• City-scale Gaussian model G, background B
• Pipeline parameters Φ
• Hyperparameters: learning rate η, iterations N
• Text features T (from CLIP Text Encoder)
• CLIP Image Encoder fCLIP,img

Ensure: Refined camera pose Prefined, success flag success
1: Initialize predicted pose: Ppred ← Pcoarse
2: Initialize optimizer: Adam(Ppred, η)
3: Compute initial rendering: R ←

Render(Ppred,G,Φ,B)
4: Normalize rendering: Rnorm ← fCLIP,img(R)
5: Compute initial similarity: Linit ← Rnorm ·T⊤

6: if Linit < τ1 then
7: return Ppred,False ▷ Reject poor initial pose
8: end if
9: for k = 1 to N do

10: R← Render(Ppred,G,Φ,B)
11: Rnorm ← fCLIP,img(R)
12: Lclip ← Rnorm ·T⊤

13: Loss: L ← −Lclip ▷ Maximize similarity
14: Backpropagate: ∇PpredL
15: Update pose: Ppred ← Ppred − η∇PpredL
16: end for
17: if Lclip < τ2 or Lclip − Linit < τ3 then
18: return Ppred,False ▷ Reject refinement
19: end if
20: return Ppred,True

randomly selected 10% subset of the test set. In each refine-
ment iteration, the rendered view is normalized and encoded
using a CLIP Image Encoder, generating an embedding that
is compared to the text embedding from a CLIP Text Encoder.
A similarity score is computed between the two embeddings,
and the loss is formulated as the negative of this similarity.
Using gradient-based optimization, the coarse pose is itera-
tively updated to maximize the feature-level alignment with
the text embedding. To ensure robustness, the algorithm
incorporates rejection mechanisms, discarding poses that
fail to meet minimum similarity thresholds. By combining
Gaussian models with CLIP embeddings and adhering to
computationally efficient refinement steps, the Algorithm 2
effectively bridges the gap between text descriptions and
6DoF camera poses, delivering accurate localization results
even in large-scale 3D environments.

3. Ablation Experiments

Ablation on text granularity. In Tab. A, we perform an
ablation study to understand the impact of text granularity
on model performance using the small town dataset. The
granularity levels are defined as follows:

• 1 noun: Single noun descriptions (e.g., tree”).
• 3 nouns: Phrases containing three nouns (e.g., tree, house,

car”).
• 5 nouns: Phrases containing five nouns (e.g., tree, house,

car, road, lamp”).
• All nouns: All nouns above.
• Short sentence: What is in this image? Answer in one

concise sentence.
• Middle sentence: What is in this image? Answer in 2

sentences.
• Long sentence: What is in this image? Answer in three

sentences.
• All sentences: All length of sentences above.
• All: Combines all granularity levels from single nouns to

long sentences.

Results indicate that at low granularity, the “All nouns”
setting achieves the best RE (5.83) and TE (5.45), suggest-
ing that including all nouns provides sufficient information
for accurate rotation and translation in simple contexts. At
high granularity, “All sentences” outperforms others with
the lowest TE (3.62) and highest RDA (27.27), indicating
that detailed sentences enhance the model’s ability to cap-
ture complex relationships. For max granularity, “Middle
sentence” achieves the highest RDA (81.44), slightly bet-
ter than “1 noun” (81.32), implying that moderate-length
sentences effectively balance detail and generality. In terms
of mean performance, the “All” granularity offers balanced
performance, with the best mean RE (4.94), indicating that
combining various granularities helps the model generalize
better. Additionally, increasing sentence length from “Short
sentence” to “Long sentence” improves RDA under high
granularity, demonstrating that longer descriptions capture
more details but may introduce slight increases in TE and
RE. Overall, finer text granularity using sentences performs
better than using only nouns. The performance improve-
ments with sentences significantly enhance the results under
high granularity, which consequently improves the overall
performance.
Ablation on swap ratio β. We conducted additional exper-
iments on the swap ratio β to explore how this parameter
affects overall performance, as shown in Tab. B. The results
indicate that increasing the swap probability from 0 to 0.7
consistently improves performance. Specifically, the RE
decreases from 9.25 to 5.26, the TE decreases from 6.21 to
4.33, and the RDA increases from 16.91 to 23.64. However,
when the swap probability exceeds 0.7, performance begins
to degrade slightly; RE and TE increase, and RDA decreases.
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This suggests that a moderate swap ratio of around 0.7 opti-
mizes the balance between introducing beneficial diversity
and avoiding excessive noise in the training data.

3.1. More Visual Results
Qualitative results of granularity. We conducted experi-
ments to evaluate the impact of text granularity across vari-
ous datasets, and the results, illustrated in the Figs. D and E,
Fig. 4 Fig. C and Fig. B, are consistent performs well. A
pattern emerges across all datasets: as the text input becomes
more detailed, the pose distribution transitions from a high-
variance spread to a narrower, more precise distribution. In
parallel, the estimated camera poses increasingly align with
the given text input. Notably, when the most fine-grained
input, such as an image, is used, our method achieves pose
estimations that are the closest to the actual input pose.
Qualitive results of user study. We present additional qual-
itative results demonstrating that the rendered images based
on our estimated poses closely match the input text, as shown
in Fig. F. In (a), we observe interesting patterns based on
the level of detail in the description. For instance, when the
prompt "blue car" is given, our method estimates a camera
pose at a distinctly different location. In contrast, when the
description is more specific and detailed, such as "two bicy-
cles", "tree", "meters", and "map," the estimated pose closely
matches the input camera pose. This trend is also evident
in (d), where we see a similar pattern: while an overpass is
a common feature in urban environments, a dome building
is much more unique, leading to more accurate and precise
pose estimation.

In (b) and (c), although the estimated camera poses differ
significantly from the given input, they still align accurately
with the text prompt. For example, in (b), the text condi-
tion a "car garage," and the estimated pose even points to
a complete parking lot. This highlights the model’s ability
to generate contextually relevant poses, even when the esti-
mated pose location differs from the input image. In (e), we
also report a failure case, which may be attributed to the lim-
itations of the CLIP embedding space when handling long
text descriptions, as noted in [69], combined with the inher-
ent complexity of the dataset. In this instance, the estimated
pose only partially matches the provided text description.
However, in more general scenarios, such as when the text
prompt is "bank," the estimated camera successfully identi-
fies another branch of the bank, demonstrating its ability to
generalize effectively in less complex cases.

4. Discussion and Limitations
To the best of our knowledge, our work is the first to use a
diffusion model based on text to estimate pose distributions.
Compared to the baseline, our method effectively identifies
scenes that match the text description. Additionally, the
Gaussian refinement helps us filter out poor samples and

further optimize the pose estimation. Our approach also
supports multimodal image inputs. In our experiments, we
utilized the Llava model for image captioning at varying
granularities. While the model performed well in many
cases, we identified a significant limitation when applied
to larger and more complex scenes. Specifically, Llava’s
generated captions were unable to extract and convey suffi-
ciently detailed information necessary for effective scene un-
derstanding, particularly in urban environments with dense
structures as shown in Fig. A. Given these observations,
we recognize the need for more powerful Visual Language
Models (VLMs) that can generate richer and more accurate
captions, especially for complex and large-scale scenes. As
part of our future work, we plan to explore and incorporate
more advanced VLMs to improve the quality and granular-
ity of the text descriptions generated, which will ultimately
enhance performance in tasks such as scene understanding,
localization, and cross-modal retrieval.

5. Broader Impact
The proposed framework for text-based 6DoF camera local-
ization introduces significant advancements in multi-modal
reasoning, with potential impacts across various domains.
By enabling precise localization based on ambiguous text
descriptions, this method could transform applications such
as autonomous navigation, urban planning, and augmented
reality. For instance, in smart cities, this framework could
aid in mapping and localizing critical infrastructure or guid-
ing autonomous vehicles using natural language instructions.
Moreover, the integration of text and visual understanding
enhances human-robot interaction, making it easier for non-
experts to communicate with AI systems in large-scale, com-
plex environments. The ability to perform visual reasoning
with 3D Gaussian splatting also sets the stage for more effi-
cient and scalable representations of urban and virtual scenes,
benefiting areas like gaming, simulation, and virtual tourism.
However, the broad applicability of this technology may
also raise ethical concerns, including potential misuse of
surveillance or privacy violations. Ensuring the responsible
deployment of such systems is essential to mitigate these
risks. Overall, this work represents a step forward in bridg-
ing natural language understanding with spatial reasoning,
paving the way for innovative multi-modal AI applications.
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Figure B. Qualitative Results on the SciArt Dataset: Similarly, we use the green camera to indicate the camera pose used to generate the
prompt, while high-density estimations are shown in orange camera and red camera. Providing more detailed text conditions results in a
narrower distribution of estimated camera poses.
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Figure C. Qualitative Results on the Residence Dataset: The results demonstrate excellent localization potential. The dataset primarily
features a residential area with a highway passing through the left section. When using a general prompt like "The image shows a highway,"
the estimated camera positions are distributed along the entire highway, successfully aligning with the text prompt. As more detailed
information is provided, the estimated positions gradually narrow down and converge closer to the specific locations depicted in the images.
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Figure D. Qualitative Results on the Matrix City Aerial Dataset: We observe that our method also performs exceptionally well on
large-scale scene datasets. For instance, the green camera highlights areas such as a dock and a parking lot. When using simpler or
moderately detailed descriptions, the heatmap shows that the estimated poses are distributed across many similar scenes within the city that
match the description. However, when the text input includes more specific details, such as mentioning the parking lot, the pose distribution
suddenly narrows. The red renderings show areas without parking lots, where no poses are present in the estimated distribution.. Finally,
when using the given image’s CLIP features, we achieve the most accurate pose estimation.
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Figure E. Qualitative Results on the Matrix City Street Dataset: On the urban street dataset, most street data is highly similar, with
numerous overlapping text inputs. To address this, we used a more distinctive scenarioa garage under an overpass—as the image input. The
results show that when we provide a coarse-grained input like "garage," our method generates poses near all potential parking locations,
including not only under the overpass but also next to open-air street garages, as indicated by the red renderings. We also observe that as the
input text becomes more specific, incorporating details like "shadow," "concrete," and "fence off," the distribution variance decreases, and
the estimated poses converge closer to the input pose.
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Figure F. Qualitative results of the proposed method: Training images are shown on the left, with the rendered images on the right.
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