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Abstract— In the pursuit of robust autonomous driving sys-
tems, models trained on real-world datasets often struggle to
adapt to new environments, particularly when confronted with
corner cases such as extreme weather conditions. Collecting
these corner cases in the real world is non-trivial, which
necessitates the use of simulators for validation. However,
the high computational cost and the domain gap in data
distribution have hindered the seamless transition between
real and simulated driving scenarios. To tackle this challenge,
we propose Retrieval-Augmented Learning for Autonomous
Driving (RALAD), a novel framework designed to bridge
the real-to-sim gap at a low cost. RALAD features three
primary designs, including (1) domain adaptation via an
enhanced Optimal Transport (OT) method that accounts for
both individual and grouped image distances, (2) a simple
and unified framework that can be applied to various mod-
els, and (3) efficient fine-tuning techniques that freeze the
computationally expensive layers while maintaining robustness.
Experimental results demonstrate that RALAD compensates
for the performance degradation in simulated environments
while maintaining accuracy in real-world scenarios across three
different models. Taking Cross View as an example, the mIOU
and mAP metrics in real-world scenarios remain stable before
and after RALAD fine-tuning, while in simulated environments,
the mIOU and mAP metrics are improved by 10.30% and
12.29%, respectively. Moreover, the re-training cost of our
approach is reduced by approximately 88.1%. Our code is
available at https://github.com/JiachengZuo/RALAD.git.

I. INTRODUCTION
As the application of machine learning in autonomous

driving continues to gain unstoppable momentum [1], a
vast array of models has emerged for solving various au-
tonomous driving tasks [2], [3], [4], including image seg-
mentation [5], [6], [7], object detection [8], [9], and motion
planning [10]. These models are usually trained and tested
using real-world datasets such as KITTI [11], Waymo [12],
and nuScenes [13], which cover common driving scenarios.
However, autonomous driving systems inevitably encounter
corner cases, such as extreme weather conditions, unexpected
pedestrian behavior, and rare road scenarios, which challenge
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Fig. 1. The performance of baseline models in CARLA: All models
exhibit varying degrees of performance degradation in 3D object detection.

their perception and decision-making capabilities [14], [15].
Given the high safety standards required in vehicle operation
to prevent life-threatening accidents, it is imperative that
autonomous systems rigorously address and test these corner
cases to ensure robust performance [14], [15]. Models trained
on real-world datasets predominantly encounter regular driv-
ing scenarios, making it challenging to cover and address the
rare and complex corner cases [21], [16], [19]. To replicate
and test corner cases, simulators are often used, as real-world
data is difficult to collect [21]. Models trained on real-world
datasets cannot be directly applied in simulators because of
the gap between real and simulated environments, as shown
in Figure 1 and Table I, where we tested three models
(Monolayout [5], Cross-View [6], and DcNet [7]) in CARLA,
resulting in significant decreases in both performance and
accuracy. With the advent of large models, the cost and time
required for model training have significantly increased [4].
Therefore, finding cost-effective methods to improve model
performance in simulators has become a major challenge.

We found that in the field of computer vision (CV),
there are already methods that utilize nearest neighbor
search and feature fusion for domain adaptation to address
cross-domain dataset problems [16], [18]. Our problem can
also be regarded as a cross-domain problem between real
datasets and simulated datasets. Given the similarity between
their problem and ours, we attempt to apply this method
to autonomous driving. However, applying this method to
autonomous driving needs to face three major challenges.
Firstly, the significant differences between images in other
fields and autonomous driving images hinder the direct use
of this method in this field, as autonomous driving needs to
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consider both the direct distance between individual images
and the group distance between image sets. Secondly, unlike
imaging that completely uses real data, simulated images are
completely different from real images. We do not know the
best granularity for calculating similarity in simulated data.
Finally, it is crucial to meet the need for low-cost training
while ensuring the robustness and reliability of the model.

To address these challenges, we propose Retrieval-
Augmented Learning for Autonomous Driving (RALAD).
To handle the gap between real and simulated images in
autonomous driving, we introduce the optimal transport
method that considers both individual and group distances.
For the unknown optimal granularity in simulated data, we
adjust the optimal transport from object-level to pixel-level
retrieval. Finally, we adopt a fine-tuning approach by freezing
computationally expensive neural network layers and re-
training only selected layers, which reduces computational
costs while maintaining model robustness and reliability
in low-cost training environments. We selected three 3D
object detection models for our experiments, as 3D object
detection is one of the most critical tasks in autonomous
driving. Conducting experiments in this domain provides the
strongest justification for evaluating the effectiveness of our
approach.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:
• We introduce RALAD, a framework that addresses the

real-to-sim gap in autonomous driving and provides
pixel-level OT capabilities.

• We apply RALAD to three models, achieving significant
performance improvements.

• We establish a mapping between real and simulated
environments and conduct extensive experiments to
validate the approach.

In the following, we discuss the related work in Section
II and detail the RALAD framework in Section III, with
Section IV presenting the experimental results and Section
V concluding the paper.

II. RELATED WORK
A. Retrieval-Augmented Learning

Retrieval-Augmented Learning (RAL) is an approach that
enhances learning models, it integrates retrieval mechanisms
to leverage existing data representations, thereby improv-
ing performance and efficiency. For example, Yottixel [22]
employs a mix of supervised and unsupervised methods,
including segmentation, clustering, and deep networks, to
analyze image patches and employ distance metrics for
efficient search and retrieval. SISH [23] utilizes a tree struc-
ture for rapid WSI search and an uncertainty-based ranking
for retrieval, reducing storage and labeling by building on
preprocessed mosaics without pixel or ROI labels, using
self-supervised learning indices and pre-trained embeddings.
HHOT [24] introduces optimal transport (OT) as a metric
for comparing whole slide images (WSIs) or across WSI
datasets, theoretically underpinning the application of OT
for steering the retrieval and assembly of datasets. In RAM-
MIL [18], the attention weight serves as a measure of

probability density, signifying the ”mass” being transferred.
By quantifying this, the method computes the conversion cost
across various data domains. It then employs this distribution
for nearest-neighbor retrieval, seamlessly integrating features
from distinct domains to address out-of-domain challenges.

B. Gap Between Real And Sim

In the field of autonomous driving, there exists the issue
of the Gap during the application process from simulation
to reality [25], where discrepancies in lighting, textures,
vehicle dynamics, and agent behaviors between virtual and
real environments complicate the direct application of sim-
ulation results. To address this, researchers have developed
two primary approaches: sim2real knowledge transfer and
the use of digital twins (DTs) [17], [28]. In knowledge
transfer learning for autonomous driving, the RG problem is
compounded by uneven environmental sampling and com-
plex physical parameters [26]. To overcome this, researchers
have developed strategies such as curriculum learning, meta-
learning, knowledge distillation, robust reinforcement learn-
ing, domain randomization, and transfer learning [27]. Do-
main randomization, in particular, helps align simulation
parameters with real-world variability, facilitating the transfer
of learned strategies to real-world applications. Conversely,
digital twin technology creates virtual models of real-world
entities or systems. A case in point is the development of
the SynFog dataset [28], which uses an end-to-end simulation
process to produce photo-realistic synthetic fog data, enhanc-
ing learning-based algorithm research and facilitating the
model’s transition from synthetic to real data. Nonetheless,
despite their promise, these methods confront the issue
of high computational expenses, particularly in complex,
dynamic real-world settings.

C. 3D Object Detection In Autonomous Driving

3D object detection is crucial for autonomous driving as
it enables vehicles to accurately perceive and understand
their surroundings, which is essential for safe navigation
and decision-making. Conventionally, this has been achieved
with the help of LiDAR sensors, which, although precise,
are prohibitively expensive and computationally demanding.
To address these limitations, the field has seen a signif-
icant advancement with the application of deep learning
techniques that leverage monocular cameras for 3D detec-
tion. Specifically, the development of bird’s-eye view (BEV)
representations from monocular images has emerged as a
promising and more cost-effective alternative. Techniques
such as MonoLayout [5] and Cross View [6] demonstrate
the potential of using these BEV representations to perform
3D object detection. Cross View, in particular, has introduced
a cross-view transformation module and a context-aware dis-
criminator to enhance results, achieving cutting-edge perfor-
mance in vehicle occupancy estimation. Nonetheless, issues
such as class imbalance and low computational efficiency
remain. The Dual-Cycled Cross-View Transformer network
(DcNet) [7] has been proposed to tackle these challenges
by integrating focal loss and optimizing multi-class learning,
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Fig. 2. The left panel shows the pixel-level retrieval enhancement process: feature extraction by an Encoder, OT algorithm for transport cost calculation,
nearest neighbor retrieval, feature fusion, and fine-tuning. The top right details the OT computation process. The bottom right explains fine-tuning with
fused features, freezing all but the Decoder layers.

setting new standards of performance in the field of 3D object
detection for autonomous driving.

III. METHOD

This section provides a detailed explanation of the
RALAD framework, as shown in Figure 2. We introduce
Pixel-Level Retrieval-Augmented Learning based on Optimal
Transport into autonomous driving, using Cross-view as an
example to illustrate the RALAD process.

A. Problem Formulation

The gap between real-world and simulation (real2sim)
primarily arises from the cross-domain challenges between
real and simulated data in autonomous driving. To address
this, we consider two datasets: the Real dataset Dr and
the Sim dataset Ds. The Real dataset is defined as Dr =
{Xn, Yn}Nr

n=1, where Nr is the number of images, and the

Sim dataset is Ds =
{
X̃m, Ỹm

}Ns

m=1
, with Ns being the

number of simulated images. To bridge the gap between
these two datasets, the first step is to establish a mapping
relationship between them. We extract features from real and
simulated images using an encoder function g(·), resulting in
Hk = g(xk) for real images and H̃k = g(x̃k) for simulated
images, where xk and x̃k are individual images from X and
X̃ , respectively. The features Hk and H̃k are composed of
pixel-wise feature vectors, with Hk = {hi}w∗h

i=1 and H̃k ={
h̃i

}w∗h

i=1
, where hi and h̃i represent the feature vectors of

pixel i in the real and simulated images, respectively. Our
ultimate goal is to identify the similarity between Hk and
H̃k, thereby enabling cross-domain retrieval between the two
datasets.

B. Pixel-Level Retrieval-Augmented Learning based on Op-
timal Transport in Real2Sim

To address the mapping relationship between features
from different domains, we introduce Retrieval-Augmented
Learning based on Optimal Transport. However, previous
RAL approaches were primarily object-level and focused on
real-world images. Given the cross-domain nature of our real
and simulated environments, simple object-level approaches
are insufficient for effectively establishing relationships be-
tween real and simulated images. Therefore, pixel-level
computations are required to ensure fine-grained matching
between real and virtual images. This precise matching aids
in identifying and preserving detailed information, thereby
establishing a more accurate correspondence between the two
domains.

Furthermore, previous RAM based on OT was applied to
simple classification tasks, whereas our autonomous driving
BEV perception task is far more complex. To address this
challenge, we propose to treat every pixel as a sample in the
OT computation, while each image is treated as a probability
distribution. We assign uniform weights to all instances and
leave the non-uniform OT calculation to future exploration.
The purpose of the OT algorithm is to calculate the distance
between two features Hn (real-world) and H̃m (simulation)
for subsequent retrieval of the nearest feature. The formula
is as follows:

dOT

(
Hn, H̃m

)
=

w·h∑
i=1

c
(
hi, h̃i

)
Tii + β ·

∑
i

Tii log Tii

s.t. TT 1w·h = Hn, T1w·h = H̃n, T ≥ 0 .
(1)

In this equation, T denotes the transport plan matrix where



each element Tii specifies the amount of ”mass” to be
transported from hi to h̃i. The function c(hi, h̃i) is a cost
function that quantifies the cost of transporting a unit of mass
from hi to h̃i. A common choice of c(hi, h̃j) is the squared
l2 distance between the features, i.e., c(hi, h̃i) = ||hi− h̃i||22,
here, 1w·h is vector of ones. We also introduced entropy
regularization [29] to reduce sensitivity to outlier instances.

Subsequently, the nearest neighbor feature for Hn would
be one H̃i in the CARLA dataset, which we define as H̃∗.
Both Hn and H̃∗ are then utilized for the subsequent process
of feature merge. The formulation is as follows:

H̃∗ = min

Ns∑
i=1

dOT

(
Hn, H̃i

)
(2)

C. Convex Merge and Fine-Tune

In the feature retrieval phase of autonomous driving, we
have already obtained it through OT computed the optimal
matching simulated feature H̃∗. Upon finding this match, we
employ a convex merge operation to combine the real feature
H with the simulated feature H̃∗, resulting in a new com-
posite feature Ĥ , calculated as Ĥ = π(H, H̃∗). The merging
function π(·) is typically a convex combination method. The
set of merged features denoted as Dm = {Ĥi}Nm

i=1, with
Nm being the number of features, is then utilized for the
fine-tuning phase, aimed at enhancing the model’s ability
to generalize from simulated to real data. The fine-tuning
process is governed by the following loss function, which is
consistent with the one used in Cross view [6]:

L = LBCE + λLcycle + β
(
LD
1 + LD

2

)
(3)

During fine-tuning, we maintain the integrity of the pre-
trained model by freezing all layers except for the decoder,
which allows for the adaptation of the model to the new
combined feature set without overwriting the learned repre-
sentations.

IV. EXPERIMENT

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed RALAD
method, which improves recognition of real-world scenes
using simulated data and bridges the gap between simulated
and real-world environments, we employed a multi-dataset
approach involving KITTI, CARLA datasets, and other real-
world images. This method allows for a comprehensive
evaluation of the performance of RALAD. The experimental
process begins with an overview of the implementation
and dataset details, followed by the experimental results of
our method, and demonstrate the performance of RALAD
retrieval and its applications in BEV perception. Finally, we
show the influence of the convex combination ratio on the
model’s performance during fine-tuning.

A. Dataset and Metrics

The workstation used for this task was equipped with a
single NVIDIA RTX A4000 GPU card. All the input images
are normalized to 1024× 1024 and the output size is 256×
256. The network parameters are randomly initialized and

we adopt the Adam optimizer [29] and use a mini-batch size
of 6. The initial learning rate is set to 1 × 10−4, and it is
decayed by 0.1 after 25 epochs.

The KITTI dataset comprises 7481 monocular images
from vehicle front cameras, split into 3712 training and
3769 validation images based on Chen et al.’s 3D object
detection criteria, with ground truth derived from [5]. For the
CARLA dataset, collected via the CARLA 0.9.15 software
with robust annotation features, we gathered data from maps
like Town01, Town02, and Town07, comprising 500 training,
473 validation, and 227 test images, totaling 1200. Utilizing
the RALAD algorithm, we extracted 4066 features from the
KITTI and CARLA training sets and fine-tuned the pre-
trained Cross View model on KITTI. The 4066 extracted fea-
tures were allocated to training (2536) and validation (1530)
sets. We then assessed the fine-tuned model on both datasets
to showcase its real-world and simulated performance, using
Mean Intersection over Union (mIOU) and Mean Precision
(mAP) as metrics.

B. Experimental Results

We conducted comprehensive experiments using the
KITTI and CARLA datasets. To ensure the generalization
of RALAD, we selected three models (MonoLayout, Cross
View, and DcNet) that are highly regarded in the field of 3D
object detection. Detailed experiments were performed on
both the original models and their RALAD fine-tuned coun-
terparts in a consistent hardware and software environment.

Metrics Results: Our experimental metrics are shown
in Table I, which shows the performance of three mod-
els is compared with and without RALAD fine-tuning on
KITTI (real-world) and CARLA (simulation) datasets. For
MonoLayout, RALAD shows minimal improvement on the
KITTI dataset (mIOU from 30.18% to 30.26%, with a slight
mAP decrease from 45.91% to 44.98%). However, on the
CARLA dataset, it achieves significant improvements (mIOU
from 25.26% to 34.13%, mAP from 48.93% to 56.41%).
This suggests that RALAD helps more in simulation en-
vironments, particularly for this model. For Cross View,
the gains on KITTI are modest (mIOU from 38.85% to
39.21%, mAP from 56.64% to 56.49%), while on CARLA,
the improvements are much more pronounced (mIOU from
30.55% to 40.82%, mAP from 53.25% to 65.54%). For
DcNet, the improvements on KITTI are slight (mIOU from
39.44% to 39.07%, mAP from 58.89% to 57.64%), but the
model benefits greatly from RALAD on CARLA (mIOU
from 31.09% to 42.11%, mAP from 54.72% to 67.24%).
These results suggest that RALAD has a more substantial
impact on the simulation dataset, improving both detection
accuracy and precision.

Training Overhead: Our RALAD adopts the fine-tuning
approach, which can reduce the time cost of re-training
existing models, as shown in Table II. To compare the
performance of RALAD fine-tuning with standard model
re-training, we conducted experiments using 1200 features
in a consistent environment. For Cross View, the original
model requires 41.54 seconds per epoch on KITTI and 41.33
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Fig. 3. The table displays two sets of nearest neighbor results for KITTI 1, with these results drawn from the CARLA dataset. CARLA 1 stands out as
the optimal match for KITTI 1 among the retrieved neighbors. Below the table, a pair of bar graphs illustrate the transmission cost comparison between
KITTI 1 and the CARLA features, a lower transmission cost indicates a higher degree of similarity between the images.
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Fig. 5. Evaluation in the real world. Center: the compared
baseline (Cross view). Right: the baseline enhanced by RALAD
(RALAD Cross view).

seconds on CARLA in re-train, while RALAD fine-tuning
only needs 5.27 seconds on KITTI and 5.29 seconds on
CARLA. In comparison, MonoLayout and DcNet also show
significant reductions in training time with RALAD, from
34.84 to 3.81 seconds on KITTI and from 68.07 to 20.23
seconds, respectively. These results highlight RALAD’s ef-
ficiency, especially for large-scale adaptation.

Visualizations: To further demonstrate the improvements
of RALAD on the CARLA dataset, we re-tested the scene
from Figure 1, as shown in Figure 4. There is a significant
improvement in detecting vehicles in close-range scenes,
especially with DcNet, which successfully identifies vehicles
entirely. For distant scenes, there is a qualitative leap in de-
tection, almost matching the ground truth. Given the unique
characteristics of real and virtual environments, we recon-
structed a nearly identical mapping of the real-world scene
in CARLA to minimize external factors. Visualizations were
conducted to illustrate the improvements RALAD offers over
the original models in the same scenarios. We collected
parking lot data using our autonomous vehicle equipped with
the open-source Autoware. Universe autonomous driving
system for testing. The same positions and parking lot
scenarios were recreated in CARLA for comparison. As
shown in Figure 5, the fine-tuned models with RALAD
provide more accurate vehicle detection in both real and
virtual environments when compared to the original BEV
perception images. We synthesized the comparison dataset
into the video.



C. OT Improves The Performance

In this section, we conducted experiments to validate
the effectiveness of our OT algorithm in computing the
similarity between real-world and virtual-world feature maps.
As shown in Figure 3, the algorithm successfully retrieves
the most approximate feature map from each dataset. Specif-
ically, a lower OT distance indicates a higher degree of
similarity between two feature maps, such as those from
KITTI1 and CARLA1 in Group 1 and Group 2. Both groups
demonstrate high consistency in key features (e.g., vehicle
positions and lane conditions) and achieve the minimum
required transmission costs of 62.27×104 and 70.21×104,
respectively. These results highlight the capability of our
pixel-level OT algorithm to accurately compute the similarity
between feature maps in practical applications, enabling
effective matching of real and virtual data. The findings
are consistent with our proposed theory, confirming the
enhanced performance of the improved OT algorithm in
similarity calculations, thereby providing a solid foundation
for subsequent feature fusion and model training.

D. BEV Perception Domain Adaptation

Our RALAD framework is designed to meet the re-
quirements of BEV perception tasks directly and efficiently.
When addressing BEV perception, RALAD performs precise
feature matching in the target domain, accurately map-
ping the source and target domains. It retrieves the feature
representation most similar to each feature in the source
domain, ensuring a high degree of correspondence between
the two domains. As shown in Figure 3, this consistency
is demonstrated between the KITTI 1 and Carla 1 groups.
Subsequently, we leverage these fused feature representations
and integrate spatial information from both the source and
target domains to fine-tune the final decoder. By adopting a
pixel-level OT strategy, this approach achieves cross-domain
alignment within the BEV instance space, taking advantage
of geometric structures. This strategy significantly improves
pixel-level alignment accuracy between the source and target
domains, effectively transferring discriminative information
from the source domain to the target domain through the
feature fusion process. As a result, the model learns more
generalized feature representations, enhancing its generaliza-
tion ability and robustness across different scenarios.

E. Convex Combination Ratio

A core aspect of our RALAD framework is the fusion of
features extracted from real and virtual data. Different fusion
ratios can yield significantly varied results for the model. To
explore this, we conducted comparison experiments using
four different ratio settings, based on a total of 1800 features.
We tested the following combinations of KITTI to CARLA:
0.7:0.3, 0.6:0.4, 0.5:0.5, and 0.4:0.6. As shown in Table III,
For the 0.6:0.4 combination, the model achieved a balanced
performance, slightly decreasing on KITTI (32.10% mIOU,
54.02% mAP) but showing a substantial improvement on
CARLA (35.12% mIOU, 63.33% mAP), making it an opti-
mal trade-off between real and simulated data. In contrast,

TABLE I
MODEL PERFORMANCE ON KITTI AND CARLA

Methods KITTI CARLA
mIOU(%) mAP(%) mIOU(%) mAP(%)

MonoLayout [5] 30.18 45.91 25.26 48.93
MonoLayout+RALAD (ours) 30.26 44.98 34.13↑ 56.41↑

Cross view [6] 38.85 56.64 30.55 53.25
Cross view+RALAD (ours) 39.21 56.49 40.82↑ 65.54↑

DcNet [7] 39.44 58.89 31.09 54.72
DcNet+RALAD (ours) 39.07 57.64 42.11↑ 67.24↑

TABLE II
TRAINING COST

Methods KITTI CARLA
MonoLayout [5] 34.84 s/epoch 33.97 s/epoch

MonoLayout+RALAD 3.81 s/epoch 4.07 s/epoch
Cross view [6] 41.54 s/epoch 41.33 s/epoch

Cross view+RALAD 5.27 s/epoch 5.29 s/epoch
DcNet [7] 68.07 s/epoch 67.97 s/epoch

DcNet+RALAD 20.23 s/epoch 21.08 s/epoch

TABLE III
CONVEX COMBINATION OF RATIO SETTING

KITTI:CARLA Metrics (mIOU/mAP)
KITTI CARLA

0.7:0.3 34.70 / 54.48 22.06 / 47.62
0.6:0.4 32.10 / 54.02 35.12 / 63.33
0.5:0.5 30.21 / 52.83 35.77 / 60.74
0.4:0.6 29.68 / 49.33 36.83 / 61.39

the 0.7:0.3 combination performed better on KITTI (34.70%
mIOU, 54.48% mAP) but much worse on CARLA. As the
CARLA ratio increased (0.5:0.5 and 0.4:0.6), performance
on CARLA continued to improve, reaching the highest met-
rics with the 0.4:0.6 combination (36.83% mIOU, 61.39%
mAP), but at the cost of reduced performance on KITTI.
The experiments indicate that as the ratio of CARLA data
increases, the model’s performance on CARLA improves
significantly, with the best results seen at the 0.4:0.6 ratio.
Conversely, the model’s performance on KITTI decreases as
the CARLA ratio increases. The experimental data clearly
indicates that 0.6:0.4 is an effective ratio, which not only
ensures the performance of the model but also demonstrates
good robustness and adaptability. Therefore, in our experi-
ments, we recommend and adopt this ratio for feature fusion
in order to achieve more outstanding results in experimental
results and application value.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, our RALAD model has demonstrated re-
markable effectiveness in reducing the gap between real and
simulated scenarios. By doing so, it not only maintains the
high accuracy achieved in real scenes but also significantly
improves the detection accuracy in simulated scenarios. This
achievement holds great promise for the field of autonomous
driving. Looking ahead, we are determined to conduct further
experiments with RALAD in other areas of autonomous
driving.
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