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Event-aided Semantic Scene Completion
Shangwei Guo1,∗, Hao Shi1,∗, Song Wang3, Xiaoting Yin1, Kailun Yang2,†, and Kaiwei Wang1,†

Abstract—Autonomous driving systems rely on robust 3D scene
understanding. Recent advances in Semantic Scene Completion
(SSC) for autonomous driving underscore the limitations of
RGB-based approaches, which struggle under motion blur, poor
lighting, and adverse weather. Event cameras, offering high
dynamic range and low latency, address these challenges by
providing asynchronous data that complements RGB inputs. We
present DSEC-SSC, the first real-world benchmark specifically
designed for event-aided SSC, which includes a novel 4D labeling
pipeline for generating dense, visibility-aware labels that adapt
dynamically to object motion. Our proposed RGB-Event fusion
framework, EvSSC, introduces an Event-aided Lifting Module
(ELM) that effectively bridges 2D RGB-Event features to 3D
space, enhancing view transformation and the robustness of 3D
volume construction across SSC models. Extensive experiments
on DSEC-SSC and simulated SemanticKITTI-E demonstrate that
EvSSC is adaptable to both transformer-based and LSS-based
SSC architectures. Notably, evaluations on SemanticKITTI-C
demonstrate that EvSSC achieves consistently improved pre-
diction accuracy across five degradation modes and both In-
domain and Out-of-domain settings, achieving up to a 52.5%
relative improvement in mIoU when the image sensor partially
fails. Additionally, we quantitatively and qualitatively validate
the superiority of EvSSC under motion blur and extreme
weather conditions, where autonomous driving is challenged. The
established datasets and our codebase will be made publicly at
https://github.com/Pandapan01/EvSSC.

Index Terms—Semantic Occupancy Prediction, Event Camera,
Multimodal Perception, Semantic Scene Completion

I. INTRODUCTION

SEMANTIC Scene Completion (SSC), or 3D semantic
occupancy prediction, is critical in autonomous driving

and robotics, where understanding complex environments is
essential for safe navigation [1]. The task involves generating
a dense scene representation encompassing both geometric and
semantic details [2], [3].

However, traditional camera-based SSC methods often
struggle in challenging lighting and weather conditions due
to issues such as motion blur, low-light scenarios [4], and
adverse weather effects [5]. Event cameras offer a promising
visual solution, providing high-temporal-resolution data with
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Fig. 1: (a) Role of event data in enhancing semantic scene
completion: Under challenging lighting conditions, RGB-
based methods struggle to detect low-contrast objects, whereas
event data enhances visibility and improves 3D occupancy
predictions. (b) Performance comparison on the corrupted
SemanticKITTI-C: mIoU results across Out-of-Domain and
In-Domain scenarios, with and without event data integration,
showing scores under various conditions, including Motion
Blur (MB), Fog (F), Brightness (B), Darkness (D), and Shot
Noise (SN).

advantages like robustness to motion blur and low-latency
response [6]. As shown in Fig. 1(a), in low-light scenarios,
event data captures low-contrast objects, such as vehicles, that
RGB fails to distinguish. These features make event cameras
highly suitable for tasks requiring consistent and reliable scene
understanding, particularly in degraded visual environments.
The complementary nature of event and RGB data allows
event cameras to capture rapid motion dynamics that are often
missed by standard cameras, whereas RGB images contribute
spatial detail. This bidirectional complementarity enhances 3D
occupancy prediction, making autonomous driving safer and
more responsive.

Despite recent advancements and the establishment of
benchmarks [7], [8], [9], [10], [11], event-based semantic
scene completion remains underexplored. There is still a
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TABLE I: Comparison of datasets for semantic scene completion. Abbreviations: (Real-World Data), (Synthetic Data),
(Camera), (Radar), (LiDAR), (Event Camera), (Irrelevant).

Datasets Year Real-World Modality #Classes Voxel Size Dynamic Object Processing

SemanticKITTI [7] 2019 28 256×256×32

SemanticPOSS [8] 2020 14 -

Occ3D-nuScenes [9] 2023 16 200×200×16

Occ3D-Waymo [9] 2023 14 200×200×32

nuScenes-Occupancy [10] 2023 16 512×512×40

OpenOcc [11] 2023 16 200×200×16

SSCBench-KITTI360 [12] 2024 19 256×256×32

nuCraft [13] 2024 16 1024×1024×80

PointSSC [14] 2024 9 -

WildOcc [15] 2024 20 256×256×32

V2VSSC [16] 2024 6 128×128×20

ScribbleSC [17] 2024 19 256×256×32

K-Radar [18], [19] 2024 2 -

OmniHD-Scenes [20] 2024 11 -

SemanticKITTI-E (Ours) 2025 28 256×256×32

DSEC-SSC (Ours) 2025 14 128×128×16

lack of event-modality SSC datasets due to the challenges
in creating accurate labels. To address this dearth, we in-
troduce DSEC-SSC (see Tab. I), the first real-world event-
camera dataset for event-aided semantic scene completion,
featuring dedicated processing to ensure reliable ground truth
for dynamic objects. We also propose a semi-automatic label
generation pipeline, which effectively bridges the domain
gap between datasets to handle dynamic objects, even in
the absence of 2D and 3D ground truth annotations for
object detection during the establishment of our DSEC-SSC.
The semi-automated annotation pipeline (Fig. 2) simplifies
complex point cloud labeling into efficient 2D image-based
annotation and enables precise 4D reconstruction of dynamic
objects, producing high-accuracy spatiotemporal ground truth.
The method is sensor-agnostic, and compatible with various
LiDAR brands and models, offering a practical approach to
generating accurate 3D/4D occupancy data. Moreover, we
benchmark a range of classic and recent SSC models on the
DSEC-SSC dataset.

Further, we propose EvSSC, an event-aided framework for
Semantic Scene Completion (SSC) that enhances 3D occu-
pancy prediction by integrating event data. Central to EvSSC
is the Event-aided Lifting Module (ELM), which performs
the crucial lifting process, transforming 2D features into a
coherent 3D space. This transformation is essential in 2D-
to-3D occupancy prediction, as it aligns 2D features with the
3D spatial structure of the scene, directly impacting accuracy
and stability. To effectively fuse image and event data, we ex-
plore three paradigms (Fig. 5(a)): fusion-then-lifting, decode-

then-fusion, and our preferred fusion-based lifting. Fusion-
then-lifting enhances early feature alignment but risks spatial
inconsistencies, while decode-then-fusion maintains modality
independence but delays interaction. Fusion-based lifting inte-
grates event data directly in the lifting stage, preserving spatial
fidelity and capturing temporal dynamics. The ELM in EvSSC
uses multi-scale attention during lifting to adaptively merge
2D event and RGB features into 3D space, resulting in robust
SSC predictions in dynamic environments.

To verify the effectiveness of our approach, we benchmark
EvSSC on the newly introduced DSEC-SSC and the simulated
SemanticKITTI-E datasets. EvSSC consistently outperforms
baseline models, demonstrating significant gains across both
transformer-based [21] and LSS-based [22] SSC architectures.
These results underscore the advantages of our fusion-based
lifting method in leveraging event data for more accurate 3D
occupancy predictions. Furthermore, to evaluate EvSSC’s ro-
bustness in challenging conditions, we conducted tests across
five common degradation scenarios in autonomous driving:
motion blur, fog, low and high brightness, and noise. As
shown in Fig. 1(b), EvSSC achieves up to a 52.5% relative
improvement in mIoU on the corrupted SemanticKITTI-C
dataset, confirming its resilience in degraded environments.

In summary, we deliver the following contributions:

• We establish DSEC-SSC, the first real-world event cam-
era dataset tailored for semantic scene completion, and
benchmark a variety of classic and recent SSC models.

• We propose EvSSC, with Event-aided Lifting Module
(ELM), achieving high accuracy in semantic scene com-
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pletion, as validated through extensive benchmarks on the
DSEC-SSC and SemanticKITTI-E datasets.

• We perform comprehensive experiments across diverse
corruption scenarios, demonstrating the robustness and
superiority of our event-based approach in more chal-
lenging conditions.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Semantic Scene Completion
Existing Semantic Scene Completion (SSC) approaches can

be mainly classified into LiDAR-based, camera-based, and
modality-fusion methods. Although LiDAR-based [23], [24],
[25], [26], [27], [28], [29] and modality-fusion methods [30],
[31], [32], [33], [33], [34], [18], [35], [36] can deliver rel-
atively strong performance, camera-based methods are often
preferred for practical deployment due to their lower economic
costs and superior real-time capabilities. MonoScene [37]
introduces the first approach to infer 3D SSC from a single
monocular image. Recent advancements in SSC have devel-
oped from dual-path transformer model [38] to two-stage
architectures with masked autoencoders [21], followed by the
introduction of context-aware instance queries [39] and hybrid
guidance to improve feature separation [22], [40]. Further
research expands into several aspects with efficiency opti-
mization [41], [42], [43], [44], [45], offboard perception [46],
[47], [48], [49], 3D representation [50], [51], [52], [53], [54],
sparse feature processing [55], [56], [57], open-vocabulary
recognition [58], [59], self-supervision [60], [61], and context
enhancement [62], [63], [64], [65], [66],

While conventional cameras are cost-effective, their percep-
tion capabilities are highly susceptible to poor weather and
illumination conditions. Event cameras provide robust, high-
frequency information in complex environments. Therefore,
we introduce a real-world 3D occupancy prediction dataset,
DSEC-SSC, incorporating event modality and for the first time
accomplishing event-aided SSC.

B. Event-driven Semantic Dense Understanding
Recently, event cameras have gained prominence in seman-

tic dense understanding due to their high dynamic range, low
latency, and low bandwidth. RGB-Event fusion [67], [68],
[69], [70] significantly benefits the performance of vision
tasks. Many studies have explored image-event fusion, fully
leveraging texture features of RGB and high-frequency char-
acteristics of events. Event-based semantic segmentation, first
introduced in Ev-SegNet [71], capitalizes on asynchronous
events to achieve significant advances. Subsequent works
focus on scene-adaptive rendering [72], unsupervised adap-
tation [73], event-specific attention [74], bidirectional fu-
sion [75], [76], and multi-branch feature extraction [77], [78],
advancing the robustness and flexibility of event represen-
tation. Event cameras have also supported advancements in
object detection [79], [80], [81], deblurring [82], [83], [84],
flow estimation [85], [86], and tracking [87], [88], [89]. Yet,
event-aided SSC remains largely underexplored. We propose
EvSSC, containing our custom-designed Event-aided Lifting
Module (ELM) for 2D-to-3D view transformation, tailored for
the SSC task, enabling effective cross-modal fusion.

III. DSEC-SSC: AN EVENT-BASED SSC DATASET

To address the lack of event-based 3D occupancy predic-
tion datasets, we present DSEC-SSC, the first SSC dataset
enhanced with real-world event modality, utilizing a stream-
lined 4D labeling pipeline that bypasses traditional reliance
on 3D object detection or point cloud semantic annota-
tions. Our approach includes three main stages: Semantic-
guided Object Mapping, Spatiotemporal Purification of Dy-
namics, and Probability-guided Voxel Refinement, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 2. DSEC-SSC includes 6 sequences for
training and 6 for validation, consisting of 3, 488 frames
with 14 semantic classes, as shown in Fig. 3, which
are grouped into five main categories: vehicle, human,
ground, object, and structure. Each frame spans a region of
[−25.6m,−25.6m,−3m, 25.6m, 25.6m, 3.4m] in 3D space
with a voxel resolution of 0.4m. Our proposed pipeline
allows researchers to create their own 3D occupancy datasets
with minimal manual effort, even with limited resources like
Velodyne-16.

A. Semantic-guided Object Mapping

A primary challenge with DSEC [90] is the absence of point
cloud semantic annotations, making it difficult to separate
dynamic objects. Our 2D semantic-guided approach projects
point clouds onto a 2D semantic map Ilabel provided by
DSEC, enabling segmentation of static (PStatic) and dynamic
(PDynamic) elements. This reduces manual annotation require-
ments, allowing efficient object isolation with only targeted
human intervention. After separating the dynamic and static
point clouds, we obtain poses through a LiDAR-SLAM [91],
constructing both static maps MS and dynamic maps MD.

B. Spatiotemporal Purification of Dynamics

Accurate and consistent labels are essential for 3D occu-
pancy prediction. To obtain 4D ground truth for semantic
scene completion and prevent dynamic objects from suddenly
flickering between consecutive frames and trailing artifacts.
Handling voxels for dynamic objects is extremely crucial,
which essentially arises from a lack of precise spatiotemporal
positioning.

Therefore, our approach to handling dynamic objects is
based on two premises. First, DSEC uses the Velodyne-16
for mapping, resulting in very sparse captures of dynamic
objects, making it difficult to map them completely and
sometimes missing them altogether in certain frames. Second,
we observed a “pipeline” effect in the 3D semantic map [92],
which naturally retains spatiotemporal information. Leverag-
ing this effect, we extract dynamic objects’ positions and
orientations from the pipeline map, then place reconstructed
models of these dynamic objects at corresponding locations
to achieve temporally continuous voxel representations. To
ensure dynamic objects are not lost when they are missed by
LiDAR in certain frames, we incorporate manual supervision.
First, we manually annotate “pipeline” instances in Bird’s-Eye-
View (BEV). Next, we apply linear interpolation to estimate
the position and orientation of any missing dynamic objects,
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Fig. 2: Overview of the occupancy label generation pipeline. The pipeline consists of three main steps: Semantic-Maps-
Guided Dynamic Object Segmentation (Sec. III-A), Dynamic Object 4D Reconstruction (Sec. III-B), and Probability-Guided
Voxel Refinement (Sec. III-C).
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Fig. 3: Overview of label distribution in the DSEC-SSC
dataset. The label distribution in the DSEC-SSC dataset is
presented with the y-axis plotted on a logarithmic scale.

providing reliable spatiotemporal information for dynamic
objects MD. As shown in Fig. 4, this process effectively
removes trailing artifacts from dynamic objects.

C. Probability-guided Voxel Refinement

Labels obtained in the 2D semantic map are coarse. To
acquire more accurate labels, the temporal information is
leveraged. We propose a method based on Probability-guided
Voxel Refinement, which can be divided into two steps:
purification of the static scene through point cloud clustering
and further refinement based on a voting mechanism.

The semantic labeling errors in the static point cloud stem
from two main sources: one is the low accuracy of certain
frames in the 2D semantic maps, and the other is occlusions
in the 2D semantic map. Therefore, further purification in 3D
is also required. After performing plane fitting to remove the
ground Mg, we apply point cloud clustering to the non-ground
points Mnon-g. For each cluster, we assign the semantic label
with the highest occurrence probability as the semantic label
for that cluster.

M = MD +MS, MS = Mg +Mnon-g, (1)

Mg = argmax

N∑
i=1

1(di < ϵ), di = dist (MS,Mg) , (2)

Mnon-g = {K-means (Mnon-g,t) | t = 1, 2, . . . , N} , (3)

(a) (b)

Fig. 4: Comparison of point clouds (a) without and (b) with
dynamic object processing.

Here, 1 is an indicator function, which counts a point as an
inlier if the distance di is less than threshold ϵ, and MS∈MS.

Next, dynamic objects and static backgrounds are aggre-
gated based on temporal information. During this process, we
apply voxel-based voting within a bounding box defined by
[−25.6m,−25.6m,−3m, 25.6m, 25.6m, 3.4m].

Li = argmax
l

∑
j

δ(Li,j , l). (4)

Here, Vi represents the i-th voxel, and Pi,j denotes the j-
th point within Vi, with each point Pi,j associated with a
semantic label Li,j . The function δ(Li,j , l) is the Kronecker
delta, which equals 1 if Li,j=l and 0 otherwise. After the
refinement operation, high-quality voxels are obtained.

IV. EVSSC: PROPOSED FUSION FRAMEWORK

Current visual occupancy perception methods [21], [22],
[37] rely heavily on traditional cameras, limiting their robust-
ness in dynamic scenes. To enable RGB-Event fusion-driven
SSC, we develop EvSSC, the first framework for event-aided
semantic scene completion, introducing three fusion paradigms
and proposing the Event-aided Lifting Module (ELM), de-
signed for efficient integration of image and event features.
ELM is flexible across various network architectures, making
it adaptable to different SSC models.
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Fig. 5: (a) Event-image 2D-to-3D fusion paradigms: a spectrum of paradigms for feature fusion: (Left) performs 2D feature
fusion after encoding, (Right) performs voxel fusion prior to the segmentation head. (Middle) ELM: fuse 2D or 3D features
during the lifting process. (b) EvSSC: Given events and RGB images, 2D features are extracted. In ELM, by incorporating
camera and level embeddings, the image k&v and event k&v are fused through self-attention to obtain the fusion k&v. Mask
tokens and voxel queries are added to complete voxel features through deformable attention. 3D occupancy prediction is
obtained through the segmentation head.

A. Fusion Paradigms

The standard SSC network includes a camera encoder, 2D-
to-3D transformation, 3D backbone, and completion head.
The encoder extracts features through an image backbone
and neck, which provide the foundation for constructing 3D
volume features during the transformation stage, using either
transformer-based [21], [51] or LSS-based [22], [93], [38]
methods. The 2D-to-3D lifting process is crucial in this
pipeline, as it aligns 2D image features with the 3D spatial
structure, enabling precise 3D occupancy predictions that are
essential for autonomous perception. Accurate lifting ensures
that spatial cues from 2D inputs are effectively translated into
coherent 3D representations, directly impacting the model’s
depth and spatial reasoning capabilities. To enable the effective
fusion of image and event features within this framework, we
propose three fusion paradigms, as shown in Fig. 5.
Fusion then lifting. In this paradigm, image features
F2D

img∈Rb×c×d and event features F2D
event∈Rb×c×d are fused at

the 2D stage, where b×c is the spatial resolution, and d is the
feature dimension. ⊕ denotes the chosen fusion method:

F2D
fusion = F2D

img ⊕ F2D
event. (5)

This early fusion enhances feature alignment but may result
in spatial inconsistencies in complex scenes.

Fusion-based lifting. Here, features for the image modality
are represented as Fk

img∈RNp×d and Fv
img∈RNp×d for the

key and value features, respectively. Similarly, the features
for the event modality are represented as Fk

event∈RNp×d and
Fv

event∈RNp×d, where Np is the number of query proposals,
and d is the feature dimension. The fused multi-modal features
for key and value are then given by:

Fk
fusion = Fk

img ⊕ Fk
event, Fv

fusion = Fv
img ⊕ Fv

event. (6)

This approach combines the complementary features of both
modalities, yielding robust fused representations for 3D vol-
ume construction.
Decode then fusion. In this paradigm, the fusion occurs after
2D-to-3D transformation. Features for the image modality
are represented as F3D

img∈Rh×w×c×d, and the features for the
event modality are represented as F3D

event∈Rh×w×c×d, where
h×w×c denotes the 3D spatial resolution, and d is the feature
dimension. The fused multi-modal 3D features are then given
by:

F3D
fusion = F3D

img ⊕ F3D
event. (7)

While this method preserves the independence of each modal-
ity’s features, it may delay cross-modal interaction, limiting
early-stage fusion benefits.
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TABLE II: Semantic scene completion results using RGB and event data on the DSEC-SSC validation set [90].
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mIoU Precision Recall

LiDAR-based

SSCNet [94] xlidar 32.57 34.61 25.60 24.70 19.26 24.28 7.33 5.50 30.32 28.89 21.25 17.25 26.45 15.05 16.88 21.24 34.28 86.74
SSCNet-full [94] xlidar 41.36 53.17 38.89 27.20 21.59 29.19 13.01 9.19 37.34 33.59 31.79 21.42 32.19 17.82 18.71 27.50 44.34 86.02
LMSCNet [26] xlidar 41.63 51.89 31.34 27.07 0.75 6.61 0.00 0.00 28.75 30.30 2.35 0.00 24.59 1.13 0.12 14.64 68.26 51.63

Vision-based

MonoScene [37] xrgb 35.34 50.68 31.93 14.29 16.27 14.15 6.25 1.77 25.5 20.83 21.63 7.76 22.56 7.01 7.45 17.72 53.08 51.41
xevent 33.35 48.57 29.36 13.47 14.06 8.93 3.01 2.32 24.92 18.31 20.68 6.17 19.35 5.42 7.44 15.86 51.13 48.96

OccFormer [38] xrgb 41.52 59.20 43.27 23.43 27.30 30.42 9.94 0.00 41.50 28.18 36.08 8.9 35.19 12.29 13.07 26.34 56.71 60.78
xevent 37.88 56.15 39.35 18.33 22.33 25.13 4.36 0.00 37.87 23.48 32.76 18.53 29.86 8.14 4.82 22.93 54.19 55.73

Symphonies [39] xrgb 41.42 55.42 37.92 18.33 21.68 24.02 13.95 4.82 33.31 29.42 28.98 15.74 30.64 11.80 19.96 24.71 62.46 55.15
xevent 42.23 54.35 38.00 17.20 20.85 24.02 16.45 3.26 37.94 30.75 26.61 4.53 31.60 9.49 21.10 24.01 65.65 54.21

VoxFormer [21] xrgb 47.25 60.08 42.29 25.80 21.95 22.53 13.42 5.18 36.34 32.36 29.72 12.79 31.25 10.08 14.87 25.62 65.19 63.19
xevent 46.40 53.33 30.32 20.77 11.44 7.15 3.65 1.52 22.45 27.97 10.91 3.54 20.45 5.06 6.60 16.08 64.70 62.13

SGN-S [22] xrgb 43.70 57.11 41.34 23.19 24.49 31.21 18.09 14.30 39.64 31.46 33.33 20.11 33.59 15.16 23.82 29.06 65.61 56.69
xevent 40.44 51.55 33.68 19.07 19.25 17.81 14.58 8.83 31.96 27.73 24.28 11.51 23.64 11.76 19.7 22.53 62.32 53.53

EvSSC (VoxFormer) xevent,xrgb 47.29 59.80 42.84 26.01 21.97 23.73 15.15 5.89 37.25 32.53 30.46 13.44 31.97 11.46 16.21 26.34 65.85 62.66
EvSSC (SGN-S) xevent,xrgb 43.99 56.27 41.86 22.8 25.09 31.9 20.77 14.16 43.36 31.23 32.07 19.05 34.36 14.58 26.2 29.55 65.89 56.97

B. Event-aided Lifting Module

The 2D-to-3D lifting process is pivotal in aligning 2D
image features with 3D spatial structures, which is crucial
for precise 3D occupancy predictions. Accurate lifting en-
sures effective translation of spatial cues from 2D inputs
into coherent 3D representations, significantly impacting the
model’s depth and spatial reasoning capabilities [93], [95].
Fusion-Based Lifting offers potential benefits, as it effectively
combines complementary features from both modalities in
the view transformation and enhances the robustness of 3D
volume construction. Following this rationale, we design the
Event-aided Lifting Module (ELM) for adaptive 2D/3D feature
fusion. In our ELM design, we combine key and value features
from both image and event modalities in a self-attention
framework. This integration allows the module to fuse spatial
and temporal information adaptively.

Let the key and value features from the image encoder
be represented as Fk

img∈RN×d and Fv
img∈RN×d, respectively,

and the corresponding features from the event encoder as
Fk

event∈RN×d and Fv
event∈RN×d, where N represents the num-

ber of spatial locations, and d is the feature dimension. The
image and event features are first added:

Fk
add = Fk

img ⊕ Fk
event, Fv

add = Fv
img ⊕ Fv

event. (8)

Within ELM, self-attention is applied to the aggregated fea-
tures to generate the fused multi-modal representation. The
attention scores are computed using the concatenated key and
value features:

Attention(Q,K,V) = softmax
(
Q ·KT

√
d

)
·V, (9)

w = σ (G-Attention(Q,K,V) + L-Attention(Q,K,V)) ,
(10)

Fk
fusion = (1− w) · Fk

img + w · Fk
event, (11)

Fv
fusion = (1− w) · Fv

img + w · Fv
event, (12)

where Q=Fk
add, K=Fk

add, and V=Fv
add. After obtaining the

fused multi-modal features from the self-attention module,
deformable attention is applied for voxel querying, allowing
the network to adaptively focus on relevant spatial informa-
tion. Let Qvoxel represent the voxel query features, and the
deformable attention output is:

Fvoxel = DeformableAttention(Qvoxel,F
v
fusion). (13)

The output Fvoxel represents the fused 3D voxel features, which
are passed to the segmentation head for the final SSC.

V. EXPERIMENT

A. Datasets

DSEC, introduced by Gehrig et al. [90], consists of 24
sequences captured in real-world outdoor driving scenes us-
ing event cameras, RGB cameras, and LiDAR. The dataset
includes 7, 800 training samples and 2, 100 testing samples,
captured at a size of 640×480. It covers both daytime and
nighttime scenarios, with small and large motions. As the
dataset does not provide official occupancy ground truth, we
generated semantic occupancy labels by utilizing the released
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(a) Clean Image (b) Fog (c) Brightness

(d) Darkness (e) Shot noise (f) Motion blur

Fig. 6: Overview of degradation modes in the SemanticKITTI dataset. The degradation modes are illustrated, where clean
image (a) serves as the baseline. Fog (b), brightness (c), darkness (d), and motion blur (f) represent degradations influenced
by environmental factors or the interaction between the environment and sensors. Shot noise (e), primarily caused by sensor
limitations or camera malfunctions, is included to evaluate the ability of event cameras to compensate for the shortcomings of
traditional cameras in adverse scenarios.

TABLE III: Semantic scene completion results on the SemanticKITTI validation set [7].
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mIoU

MonoScene [37] xrgb 36.86 56.52 26.72 14.27 0.46 14.09 23.26 6.98 0.61 0.45 1.48 17.89 2.81 29.64 1.86 1.20 0.00 5.84 4.14 2.25 11.08
OccFormer [38] xrgb 36.63 59.45 28.10 21.44 0.33 11.27 15.09 25.42 9.91 2.21 1.52 19.40 3.53 31.99 3.50 3.87 0.00 5.96 4.03 2.52 13.13
VoxFormer [21] xrgb 44.42 57.20 28.68 13.66 0.36 19.12 27.37 5.22 0.40 0.53 4.12 25.83 6.24 33.29 1.11 1.58 0.00 7.66 7.53 4.46 12.86
SGN [22] xrgb 43.60 59.32 30.51 18.46 0.42 21.43 31.88 13.18 0.58 0.17 5.68 25.98 7.43 34.42 1.28 1.49 0.00 9.66 9.83 4.71 14.55
Symphonies [39] xrgb 41.92 56.37 27.58 15.28 0.95 21.64 28.68 20.44 2.54 2.82 13.89 25.72 6.60 30.87 3.52 2.24 0.00 8.40 9.57 5.76 14.89

EvSSC (VoxFormer) xevent,xrgb 45.01 57.68 28.74 16.43 0.48 19.43 27.51 11.27 0.59 0.78 5.05 25.95 6.82 34.92 1.61 1.96 0.00 7.68 7.46 4.21 13.61
EvSSC (SGN-S) xevent,xrgb 43.17 58.24 30.50 19.93 0.52 21.67 31.80 18.34 0.62 0.07 4.67 26.79 7.69 34.48 2.35 2.76 0.00 9.93 11.27 6.25 15.15

2D semantic segmentation annotations and depth data, fol-
lowed by manual refinement, resulting in the derived DSEC-
SSC dataset (see Sec. III for details). LiDAR scans were
voxelized into a 128×128×16 grid with voxel sizes of 0.4m,
labeled into 14 common categories (see Tab. II), consistent
with semantic labels provided by DSEC.
SemanticKITTI [7] consists of outdoor LiDAR scans vox-
elized into a 256×256×32 grid with 0.2m voxels, labeled into
21 classes (19 semantic, 1 free, 1 unknown). We use RGB
images of size 370×1, 220. We adopt the official 3834/815
train/val splits and consistently evaluate at full scale (i.e., 1:1).
To assess the impact of the event modality on occupancy
prediction for this dataset, we generate event sequences for Se-
manticKITTI using the official DVS-Voltmeter codebase [96],
resulting in the derived SemanticKITTI-E dataset. Addition-
ally, to evaluate SSC’s robustness against camera corruption,
we simulate five common real-world corruptions including
motion blur, fog, brightness, darkness, and shot noise.

B. Quantitative Comparison

Analyses on the DSEC-SSC benchmark. We first benchmark
popular camera occupancy prediction methods [37], [38], [21],
[22] on the newly proposed DSEC-SSC dataset. For a fair
comparison, we report training results using both 2D images
(xrgb) and event data (xevent) as inputs. Note that we did

not modify the baseline model structures. As a framework
approach, EvSSC integrates both image and event modalities,
making it applicable to various baselines. As shown in Tab. II,
using only the event modality decreases mIoU and IoU across
all camera methods. For example, the event modality version
of MonoScene [37] shows a drop in mIoU compared to the
RGB modality version by 1.86 (15.86 vs. 17.72), which is
expected as the event modality lacks the detailed textures
of RGB. EvSSC proves effective across different RGB SSC
baselines. EvSSC (VoxFormer) improves mIoU by 0.72 com-
pared to RGB-only VoxFormer (26.34 vs. 25.62) and by 10.26
compared to its event modality counterpart (26.34 vs. 16.08).
Similarly, EvSSC (SGN) boots mIoU by 0.31 compared to its
RGB baseline (29.37 vs. 29.06) and by 6.84 compared to its
event modality counterpart (29.37 vs. 22.53).

Analyses on the SemanticKITTI-E benchmark. As shown
in Tab. III, we compare EvSSC, which fuses event and RGB
modalities, with RGB-only occupancy prediction methods on
SemanticKITTI-E. Despite the simulated nature of event data
on this dataset, EvSSC effectively shows the complementary
strengths of event and RGB modalities. EvSSC (VoxFormer)
improves mIoU by 5.8% over VoxFormer [21] (13.61 vs.
12.86). Using SGN-S [22] as the baseline, EvSSC (SGN)
achieves the highest accuracy among visual occupancy models,
reaching mIoU of 15.15, surpassing Symphonies [39] (15.15
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Fig. 7: Qualitative results of EvSSC and baseline on DSEC-SSC. EvSSC better captures scene layouts in low-light scenes.

TABLE IV: Semantic scene completion results on the
corrupted SemanticKITTI-C dataset.

Corruption VoxFormer-S EvSSC (VoxFormer) SGN-S EvSSC (SGN)

Out-of-domain

Motion Blur 8.54 9.12 (+0.58) 8.25 8.91 (+0.66)
Fog 8.28 9.13 (+0.85) 8.35 8.90 (+0.55)
Brightness 9.78 10.75 (+0.97) 10.00 11.05 (+1.05)
Darkness 9.53 9.87 (+0.34) 9.16 9.78 (+0.62)
Shot noise 8.10 8.83 (+0.73) 5.87 6.07 (+0.20)

In-domain

Motion Blur 11.57 12.35 (+0.78) 13.02 13.55 (+0.53)
Fog 12.38 13.13 (+0.75) 14.23 14.55 (+0.32)
Brightness 12.33 13.21 (+0.88) 14.08 14.17 (+0.09)
Darkness 11.48 11.84 (+0.36) 13.16 13.29 (+0.13)
Shot noise 8.29 12.64 (+4.35) 13.62 14.32 (+0.70)

vs. 14.89). This further demonstrates the effectiveness of incor-
porating event modality to aid RGB in occupancy prediction,
which comes with only a slight increase in terms of latency.
Evaluated on a single NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU, the inference
latencies of VoxFormer and EvSSC are 0.996s and 1.005s per
frame, respectively.

C. Enhancing Robustness with Event Modality

Traditional visual occupancy models are highly susceptible
to image degradation challenges, such as low-light conditions
and motion blur. As shown in Tab. II, DSEC-SSC includes nu-
merous low-light scenes, where we quantitatively demonstrate
the robustness that the event modality brings to occupancy
prediction in real-world settings. To further evaluate the im-
pact of event modality under various degradation conditions,
we generated the SemanticKITTI-C dataset, featuring five
common degradation scenarios: motion blur, fog, brightness,
darkness, and shot noise from image sensors. Specifically, we
consider two experimental setups, reporting occupancy mIoU
for each.

1) Out-Of-Domain (OOD): In this setting, models are
trained on clean data and tested directly on degraded scenes
without prior exposure to degradation. As shown in Tab. IV,
both VoxFormer [21] and SGN [22] show large performance
drops across all degradation types, especially in motion
blur (12.86→8.54), darkness (12.86→9.53), and shot noise
(12.86→8.10). Although EvSSC is also trained only on clean
data, the inclusion of the event modality effectively enhances
the robustness of both baselines across all degradations. For
example, with motion blur, EvSSC improves mIoU by 6.8%
(9.12 vs. 8.54) and 8.0% (8.91 vs. 8.25) over the baselines,
demonstrating the value of temporal cues in events; for dark-
ness, EvSSC improves by 3.6% (9.87 vs. 9.53) and 6.8%
(9.78 vs. 9.16), showing complementary strengths of the high
dynamic range in event sensors.

2) In-Domain (ID): Here, models are pre-trained on de-
graded data. As shown in Tab. IV, while overall occupancy
prediction improves under ID training compared to OOD,
accuracy remains lower than on clean data. Including events
significantly enhances the in-domain performance of both
baselines across all degradations. Especially in shot noise,
EvSSC further improves by 52.5% (12.64 vs. 8.29) and 5.1%
(14.32 vs. 13.62), confirming the robustness of event-RGB
fusion when the image sensor partially fails.

D. Qualitative Comparison

Analyses on the DSEC-SSC benchmark. Based on the
visualization results of EvSSC and the baseline SGN [22] on
the DSEC-SSC validation set, as shown in Fig. 7, it can be
observed that SGN often fails to fully reconstruct or detect
traffic signs and cars in low-light conditions. In contrast, with
the assistance of event data, EvSSC is capable of achieving
complete reconstruction. Notably, in the fifth column, for
vehicles with incomplete appearances in the image that SGN
fails to detect, the integration of event data enables successful
detection. Furthermore, as seen in the first and sixth columns,
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Degraded image VoxFormer-S EvSSC (VoxFormer) GT

Fig. 8: Qualitative results of EvSSC and baseline on SemanticKITTI-C. More visual results of 3D occupancy on
SemanticKITTI-C, showing predictions from VoxFormer-S [21] and EvSSC (VoxFormer). The first four rows correspond
to the degradation mode of fog, while the last four rows correspond to the degradation mode of motion blur.

the incorporation of event data significantly improves the
detection of lane markings and facilitates the reconstruction
of detailed scene elements at the traffic intersections on low-
contrast road surfaces.
Analyses on the SemanticKITTI-C benchmark. As il-
lustrated in Fig. 8, we visualize the prediction results of
EvSSC and the baseline in scenarios with motion blur. It
can be observed that due to the loss of texture information
in the image, VoxFormer produces a significant number of
mispredicted voxels. In contrast, with the assistance of event
data, EvSSC achieves more accurate predictions, resulting in
a cleaner and more refined visualization.

E. Ablation Studies

As shown in Tab. V, we conduct ablations to validate
design choices of EvSSC, reporting occupancy IoU and mIoU
for various configurations. (a) We examine the impact of
three event-image fusion paradigms for 2D-to-3D occupancy
models. To avoid bias introduced by complex fusion modules,

we use simple additive fusion. Results show “Fusion-Based
Lifting”, which introduces event modality during the 2D-
to-3D lifting process, provides the most significant mIoU
gain (13.10 vs. 12.86). Thus, EvSSC integrates the ELM
module into the lifting stage. (b) We explore the effects
of different event representations on RGB-Event occupancy
prediction. The rasterized event representation used in this
work encodes multiple statistics across channels, including
counts and timestamps for positive and negative events. This
approach effectively captures motion while aligning with RGB
guidance, resulting in the highest mIoU gain over naive 2D
event frames (13.61 vs. 13.40) and several representation
methods [97], [98]. (c) Building on (a), we investigate the
impact of various attentional and RGB-X fusion methods [99],
[68], [82] within a transformer-based lifting paradigm using
VoxFormer [21]. Results show the dual-branch self-attention
design in ELM provides the largest boost compared to simple
addition (13.61 vs. 13.10). (d) To assess the generalizability
of ELM across architectures, we test ELM on LSS-style [93]
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TABLE V: Ablation studies on fusion paradigms, RGB-
Event fusion strategies, and event representation design
on the SemanticKITTI-E dataset.
(a) Ablations on fusion
paradigms in EvSSC
(VoxFormer-S).

Aggregation IoU mIoU

w/o 44.42 12.86

Fusion then lifting 45.05 12.86
Fusion-based lifting 44.45 13.10
Decode then lifting 45.54 12.68

(b) Ablations on event represen-
tation in EvSSC (VoxFormer-S).

Representation IoU mIoU

Timesurface [97] 44.92 13.49
2D event frame 45.09 13.40
HATS [98] 44.91 13.44
Rasterized event 45.01 13.61

(c) Ablations on RGB-Event fu-
sion in EvSSC (VoxFormer-S).

Aggregation IoU mIoU

w/o 44.42 12.86

Add 44.45 13.10
Concat 44.51 13.08
CBAM [99] 44.62 11.75
CMX (RGB-X) [68] 44.41 12.58
EFNet (RGB-Event) [82] 44.30 12.13
ELM (ours) 45.01 13.61

(d) Ablations on RGB-Event fu-
sion in EvSSC (SGN-S).

Aggregation IoU mIoU

w/o 44.60 14.55

Add 43.80 14.58
Concat 43.41 14.66
CBAM [99] 43.27 13.99
CMX (RGB-X) [68] 38.84 11.52
EFNet (RGB-Event) [82] 43.63 14.64
ELM (ours) 43.17 15.15

SGN [22]. Results confirm the effectiveness of dual-branch
self-attention in this setup as well, with mIoU boosting from
14.58 to 15.15.

F. Efficiency Analysis

We further perform efficiency evaluations on the DSEC-
SSC, SemanticKITTI-E, and SemanticKITTI-C datasets using
a single NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU. As shown in Tab. VI,
our EvSSC consistently achieves great accuracy gains on
all datasets and a remarkable 52.5% improvement of mIoU
in degraded scenarios while requiring only an additional
0.91GB of GPU memory and a 0.9% increase in latency.
Furthermore, on the non-degraded SemanticKITTI-E dataset,
a mere millisecond-level latency is required to achieve a
mIoU improvement of 0.75. Efficiency analysis shows that
minimal additional deployment costs can significantly improve
prediction robustness, enhancing autonomous driving safety
and practical application.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, We conduct the first comprehensive study on
event-aided semantic scene completion. We present DSEC-
SSC, the first real-world benchmark for semantic scene com-
pletion incorporating event modality, primarily designed for
visual perception in more challenging scenarios. Meanwhile,
to enrich datasets, we propose a deployable, general labeling
pipeline that provides precise dynamic object processing. To
enhance the robustness of visual perception, we introduce
EvSSC, including an Event-aided Lifting Module for SSC.
Extensive experiments demonstrate that EvSSC achieves sig-
nificant performance gains on multiple benchmarks.
Limitations and future work. Although we have designed
a highly deployable pipeline for semantic scene completion
dataset construction and an efficient event-image fusion mod-
ule, there are several ways to achieve further improvement:

TABLE VI: Computational efficiency of EvSSC across
different datasets. Memory denotes training memory usage.

VoxFormer-S EvSSC (VoxFormer) SGN-S EvSSC (SGN)

DSEC-SSC

mIoU 25.62 26.34 29.06 29.55
IoU 47.25 47.29 43.70 43.99
Memory 9.74G 10.52G 10.19G 10.70G
Latency 0.732s 0.836s 0.941s 1.193s

SemanticKITTI-E

mIoU 12.86 13.61 14.55 15.15
IoU 44.42 45.01 43.60 43.17
Memory 14.87G 15.78G 15.29G 17.79G
Latency 0.996s 1.005s 0.855s 1.005s

SemanticKITTI-C Shot Noise

mIoU 8.29 12.64 13.62 14.32
IoU 44.26 45.04 42.05 42.54
Memory 14.87G 15.78G 15.29G 17.79G
Latency 0.996s 1.005s 0.855s 1.005s

• Robust LiDAR mapping framework: In our future
dataset construction, we will implement multi-sensor
fusion by integrating GPS, IMU, and LiDAR SLAM to
achieve enhanced trajectory and pose estimation accuracy,
thereby establishing more reliable maps as the foundation
for voxel generation.

• Intelligent annotation automation: To advance data
annotation automation, we plan to develop AI-driven
dynamic scene processors with uncertainty quantification,
creating a human-in-the-loop framework to optimize an-
notation efficiency and reliability.

• Temporal-aware event representation: Rasterized
events lose a small amount of time resolution. Our bench-
mark leaves space to further explore event representations
and fusion modules that combine asynchronous events for
better integration.

REFERENCES

[1] Y. Zhang, J. Zhang, Z. Wang, J. Xu, and D. Huang, “Vision-based 3D
occupancy prediction in autonomous driving: A review and outlook,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.02595, 2024.

[2] G. Xu, W. Liu, Z. Ning, Q. Zhao, S. Cheng, and J. Nie, “3D semantic
scene completion and occupancy prediction for autonomous driving: A
survey,” in CAIT, 2023.

[3] H. Xu, J. Chen, S. Meng, Y. Wang, and L.-P. Chau, “A survey on
occupancy perception for autonomous driving: The information fusion
perspective,” Information Fusion, 2025.

[4] D. Gehrig and D. Scaramuzza, “Low-latency automotive vision with
event cameras,” Nature, 2024.

[5] L. Kong, Y. Liu, X. Li, R. Chen, W. Zhang, J. Ren, L. Pan, K. Chen,
and Z. Liu, “Robo3D: Towards robust and reliable 3D perception against
corruptions,” in ICCV, 2023.

[6] G. Gallego, T. Delbrück, G. Orchard, C. Bartolozzi, B. Taba, A. Censi,
S. Leutenegger, A. J. Davison, J. Conradt, K. Daniilidis, and D. Scara-
muzza, “Event-based vision: A survey,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern
Analysis and Machine Intelligence, 2022.

[7] J. Behley, M. Garbade, A. Milioto, J. Quenzel, S. Behnke, C. Stachniss,
and J. Gall, “SemanticKITTI: A dataset for semantic scene understand-
ing of LiDAR sequences,” in ICCV, 2019.

[8] Y. Pan, B. Gao, J. Mei, S. Geng, C. Li, and H. Zhao, “SemanticPOSS:
A point cloud dataset with large quantity of dynamic instances,” in IV,
2020.

[9] X. Tian, T. Jiang, L. Yun, Y. Mao, H. Yang, Y. Wang, Y. Wang, and
H. Zhao, “Occ3D: A large-scale 3D occupancy prediction benchmark
for autonomous driving,” in NeurIPS, 2023.



11

[10] X. Wang, Z. Zhu, W. Xu, Y. Zhang, Y. Wei, X. Chi, Y. Ye, D. Du,
J. Lu, and X. Wang, “OpenOccupancy: A large scale benchmark for
surrounding semantic occupancy perception,” in ICCV, 2023.

[11] W. Tong, C. Sima, T. Wang, L. Chen, S. Wu, H. Deng, Y. Gu, L. Lu,
P. Luo, D. Lin, and H. Li, “Scene as occupancy,” in ICCV, 2023.

[12] Y. Li, S. Li, X. Liu, M. Gong, K. Li, N. Chen, Z. Wang, Z. Li, T. Jiang,
F. Yu, Y. Wang, H. Zhao, Z. Yu, and C. Feng, “SSCBench: A large-scale
3D semantic scene completion benchmark for autonomous driving,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.09001, 2023.

[13] B. Zhu, Z. Wang, and H. Li, “nuCraft: Crafting high resolution 3D
semantic occupancy for unified 3D scene understanding,” in ECCV,
2024.

[14] Y. Yan, B. Liu, J. Ai, Q. Li, R. Wan, and J. Pu, “PointSSC: A
cooperative vehicle-infrastructure point cloud benchmark for semantic
scene completion,” in ICRA, 2024.

[15] H. Zhai, J. Mei, C. Min, L. Chen, F. Zhao, and Y. Hu, “WildOcc:
A benchmark for off-road 3D semantic occupancy prediction,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2410.15792, 2024.

[16] Y. Zhang, J. Li, K. Luo, Y. Yang, J. Han, N. Liu, D. Qin, P. Han,
and C. Xu, “V2VSSC: A 3D semantic scene completion benchmark
for perception with vehicle to vehicle communication,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2402.04671, 2024.

[17] S. Wang, J. Yu, W. Li, H. Shi, K. Yang, J. Chen, and J. Zhu, “Label-
efficient semantic scene completion with scribble annotations,” in IJCAI,
2024.

[18] F. Ding, X. Wen, Y. Zhu, Y. Li, and C. X. Lu, “RadarOcc: Robust 3D
occupancy prediction with 4D imaging radar,” in NeurIPS, 2024.

[19] D.-H. Paek, S.-H. Kong, and K. T. Wijaya, “K-Radar: 4D radar object
detection for autonomous driving in various weather conditions,” in
NeurIPS, 2022.

[20] L. Zheng, L. Yang, Q. Lin, W. Ai, M. Liu, S. Lu, J. Liu, H. Ren,
J. Mo, X. Bai, J. Bai, Z. Ma, and X. Zhu, “OmniHD-Scenes: A next-
generation multimodal dataset for autonomous driving,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2412.10734, 2024.

[21] Y. Li, Z. Yu, C. Choy, C. Xiao, J. M. Alvarez, S. Fidler, C. Feng,
and A. Anandkumar, “VoxFormer: Sparse voxel transformer for camera-
based 3D semantic scene completion,” in CVPR, 2023.

[22] J. Mei, Y. Yang, M. Wang, J. Zhu, J. Ra, Y. Ma, L. Li, and Y. Liu,
“Camera-based 3D semantic scene completion with sparse guidance
network,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, 2024.

[23] Z. Xia, Y. Liu, X. Li, X. Zhu, Y. Ma, Y. Li, Y. Hou, and Y. Qiao,
“SCPNet: Semantic scene completion on point cloud,” in CVPR, 2023.

[24] R. Cheng, C. Agia, Y. Ren, X. Li, and L. Bingbing, “S3CNet: A sparse
semantic scene completion network for LiDAR point clouds,” in CoRL,
2021.

[25] X. Yan, J. Gao, J. Li, R. Zhang, Z. Li, R. Huang, and S. Cui, “Sparse
single sweep LiDAR point cloud segmentation via learning contextual
shape priors from scene completion,” in AAAI, 2021.

[26] L. Roldão, R. de Charette, and A. Verroust-Blondet, “LMSCNet:
Lightweight multiscale 3D semantic completion,” in 3DV, 2020.

[27] H.-K. Jang, J. Kim, H. Kweon, and K.-J. Yoon, “TALoS: Enhancing
semantic scene completion via test-time adaptation on the line of sight,”
in NeurIPS, 2024.

[28] H. Cao and S. Behnke, “SLCF-Net: Sequential LiDAR-camera fusion
for semantic scene completion using a 3D recurrent U-Net,” in ICRA,
2024.

[29] K. Peng, J. Fei, K. Yang, A. Roitberg, J. Zhang, F. Bieder, P. Heidenre-
ich, C. Stiller, and R. Stiefelhagen, “MASS: Multi-attentional semantic
segmentation of LiDAR data for dense top-view understanding,” IEEE
Transactions on Intelligent Transportation Systems, 2022.

[30] J. Pan, Z. Wang, and L. Wang, “Co-Occ: Coupling explicit feature fusion
with volume rendering regularization for multi-modal 3D semantic
occupancy prediction,” IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, 2024.

[31] Z. Ming, J. S. Berrio, M. Shan, and S. Worrall, “OccFusion: Multi-
sensor fusion framework for 3D semantic occupancy prediction,” IEEE
Transactions on Intelligent Vehicles, 2024.

[32] Z. Lu, B. Cao, and Q. Hu, “LiDAR-camera continuous fusion in
voxelized grid for semantic scene completion,” IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, 2024.

[33] Y. Xue, R. Li, F. Wu, Z. Tang, K. Li, and M. Duan, “Bi-SSC:
Geometric-semantic bidirectional fusion for camera-based 3D semantic
scene completion,” in CVPR, 2024.

[34] X. Liu, H. Xie, S. Zhang, H. Yao, R. Ji, L. Nie, and D. Tao, “2D
semantic-guided semantic scene completion,” International Journal of
Computer Vision, 2024.

[35] H. Zhang, X. Yan, D. Bai, J. Gao, P. Wang, B. Liu, S. Cui, and
Z. Li, “RadOcc: Learning cross-modality occupancy knowledge through
rendering assisted distillation,” in AAAI, 2024.

[36] Y. Cui, Z. Li, J. Wang, and Z. Fang, “LOMA: Language-assisted
semantic occupancy network via triplane mamba,” AAAI, 2025.

[37] A.-Q. Cao and R. De Charette, “MonoScene: Monocular 3D semantic
scene completion,” in CVPR, 2022.

[38] Y. Zhang, Z. Zhu, and D. Du, “OccFormer: Dual-path transformer for
vision-based 3D semantic occupancy prediction,” in ICCV, 2023.

[39] H. Jiang, T. Cheng, N. Gao, H. Zhang, T. Lin, W. Liu, and X. Wang,
“Symphonize 3D semantic scene completion with contextual instance
queries,” in CVPR, 2024.

[40] Y. Shi, J. Li, K. Jiang, K. Wang, Y. Wang, M. Yang, and D. Yang,
“PanoSSC: Exploring monocular panoptic 3D scene reconstruction for
autonomous driving,” in 3DV, 2024.

[41] S. Wang, J. Yu, W. Li, W. Liu, X. Liu, J. Chen, and J. Zhu, “Not all
voxels are equal: Hardness-aware semantic scene completion with self-
distillation,” in CVPR, 2024.

[42] J. Hou, X. Li, W. Guan, G. Zhang, D. Feng, Y. Du, X. Xue, and
J. Pu, “FastOcc: Accelerating 3D occupancy prediction by fusing the
2D bird’s-eye view and perspective view,” in ICRA, 2024.

[43] L. Zhao, X. Xu, Z. Wang, Y. Zhang, B. Zhang, W. Zheng, D. Du,
J. Zhou, and J. Lu, “LowRankOcc: Tensor decomposition and low-rank
recovery for vision-based 3D semantic occupancy prediction,” in CVPR,
2024.

[44] S. Wang, Z. Wang, J. Yu, W. Li, B. Feng, J. Chen, and J. Zhu, “Re-
liOcc: Towards reliable semantic occupancy prediction via uncertainty
learning,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.18026, 2024.

[45] T. Yang, Y. Qian, W. Yan, C. Wang, and M. Yang, “AdaptiveOcc:
Adaptive octree-based network for multi-camera 3D semantic occupancy
prediction in autonomous driving,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and
Systems for Video Technology, 2024.

[46] H. Shi, S. Wang, J. Zhang, X. Yin, Z. Wang, G. Wang, J. Zhu, K. Yang,
and K. Wang, “Offboard occupancy refinement with hybrid propagation
for autonomous driving,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2403.08504, 2024.

[47] T. Ma, H. Zhou, Q. Huang, X. Yang, J. Guo, B. Zhang, M. Dou, Y. Qiao,
B. Shi, and H. Li, “ZOPP: A framework of zero-shot offboard panoptic
perception for autonomous driving,” in NeurIPS, 2024.

[48] W. Zheng, W. Chen, Y. Huang, B. Zhang, Y. Duan, and J. Lu,
“OccWorld: Learning a 3D occupancy world model for autonomous
driving,” in ECCV, 2024.

[49] W. Ouyang, Z. Xu, B. Shen, J. Wang, and Y. Xu, “LinkOcc: 3D semantic
occupancy prediction with temporal association,” IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, 2024.

[50] Y. Huang, W. Zheng, Y. Zhang, J. Zhou, and J. Lu, “GaussianFormer:
Scene as gaussians for vision-based 3D semantic occupancy prediction,”
in ECCV, 2024.

[51] ——, “Tri-perspective view for vision-based 3D semantic occupancy
prediction,” in CVPR, 2023.

[52] Y. Shi, T. Cheng, Q. Zhang, W. Liu, and X. Wang, “Occupancy as set
of points,” in ECCV, 2024.

[53] H. Xiao, H. Xu, W. Kang, and Y. Li, “Instance-aware monocular 3D
semantic scene completion,” IEEE Transactions on Intelligent Trans-
portation Systems, 2024.

[54] J. Wang, Z. Liu, Q. Meng, L. Yan, K. Wang, J. Yang, W. Liu, Q. Hou,
and M.-M. Cheng, “OPUS: Occupancy prediction using a sparse set,”
in NeurIPS, 2024.

[55] P. Tang, Z. Wang, G. Wang, J. Zheng, X. Ren, B. Feng, and C. Ma,
“SparseOcc: Rethinking sparse latent representation for vision-based
semantic occupancy prediction,” in CVPR, 2024.

[56] H. Liu, Y. Chen, H. Wang, Z. Yang, T. Li, J. Zeng, L. Chen, H. Li, and
L. Wang, “Fully sparse 3D occupancy prediction,” in NeurIPS, 2024.

[57] Y. Wei, L. Zhao, W. Zheng, Z. Zhu, J. Zhou, and J. Lu, “SurroundOcc:
Multi-camera 3D occupancy prediction for autonomous driving,” in
ICCV, 2023.
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