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Abstract

Current autonomous driving vehicles rely mainly on their
individual sensors to understand surrounding scenes and
plan for future trajectories, which can be unreliable when
the sensors are malfunctioning or occluded. To address
this problem, cooperative perception methods via vehicle-
to-vehicle (V2V) communication have been proposed, but
they have tended to focus on detection and tracking. How
those approaches contribute to overall cooperative plan-
ning performance is still under-explored. Inspired by re-
cent progress using Large Language Models (LLMs) to
build autonomous driving systems, we propose a novel
problem setting that integrates an LLM into cooperative
autonomous driving, with the proposed Vehicle-to-Vehicle
Question-Answering (V2V-QA) dataset and benchmark.
We also propose our baseline method Vehicle-to-Vehicle
Large Language Model (V2V-LLM), which uses an LLM
to fuse perception information from multiple connected au-
tonomous vehicles (CAVs) and answer driving-related ques-
tions: grounding, notable object identification, and plan-
ning. Experimental results show that our proposed V2V-
LLM can be a promising unified model architecture for per-
forming various tasks in cooperative autonomous driving,
and outperforms other baseline methods that use different
fusion approaches. Our work also creates a new research
direction that can improve the safety of future autonomous
driving systems.

1. Introduction

Autonomous driving technology has advanced significantly
due to the evolution of deep learning algorithms, comput-
ing infrastructures, and the release of large-scale real-world
driving datasets and benchmarks [3, 13, 38]. However, the
perception and planning systems of autonomous vehicles
in daily operation rely strictly on their local LiDAR sen-
sors and cameras to detect notable nearby objects and plan

Q: What should I be aware of in front of 
me and along my planned trajectory? 
Any other suggested trajectory?

A: There is a car at [x1, y1] at the planned trajectory, 
with other cars at [x2, y2] and [x3, y3] in front of you. 
The suggested future trajectory is [(X1, Y1), …].

                   Perception Data
                   Language QA

V2V-LLM
front

CAV1

CAVEGO

Figure 1. Overview of our problem setting of LLM-based cooper-
ative autonomous driving. All CAVs share their perception infor-
mation with the LLM. Any CAV can ask the LLM a question to
obtain useful information for driving safety.

for future trajectories. This approach may encounter safety-
critical problems when the sensors are occluded by nearby
large objects. In such situations, autonomous driving vehi-
cles are unable to accurately detect all nearby notable ob-
jects, making subsequent trajectory planning results unreli-
able.

To address this safety-critical issue, recent research pro-
poses cooperative perception algorithms [6, 9, 44, 50–52]
via vehicle-to-vehicle (V2V) communication. In coopera-
tive driving scenarios, multiple Connected Autonomous Ve-
hicles (CAVs) driving nearby to each other share their per-
ception information via V2V communication. The received
perception data from multiple CAVs is then fused to gener-
ate better overall detection results. To support and stimulate
this research, a number of cooperative autonomous driving
datasets have been released to the public, including simu-
lated ones [10, 24, 51, 52] and real ones [48, 53, 59, 60].
These datasets also establish benchmarks to evaluate the
performance of cooperative perception algorithms. How-
ever, to date, cooperative driving research and datasets have
mostly focused on perception tasks. How these state-of-the-
art cooperative perception models can be connected with the
downstream planning models to generate good cooperative
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planning results has not yet been well explored.
Other recent research has attempted to use LLM-based

methods to build end-to-end perception and planning al-
gorithms for an individual autonomous vehicle [5, 34, 37,
39, 40, 43, 46, 54] due to their common-sense reasoning
and generalization ability from large-scale pre-trained data.
These LLM-based models encode the raw sensor inputs,
such as camera images or LiDAR point clouds, into visual
features, and then perform visual understanding and answer
varieties of driving-related perception and planning ques-
tions. These approaches have shown some promise but have
not yet explored the benefits of cooperative perception and
planning. LLM-based driving algorithms without cooper-
ative perception could also face safety-critical issues when
the individual vehicle’s sensors are occluded.

In this paper, we propose and explore a novel problem
setting wherein LLM-based methods are used to build end-
to-end perception and planning algorithms for Cooperative
Autonomous Driving, as illustrated in Fig. 1. In this prob-
lem setting, we assume that there are multiple CAVs and a
centralized LLM computing node. All CAVs share their in-
dividual perception information with the LLM. Any CAV
can ask the LLM a question in natural language to ob-
tain useful information for driving safety. To enable the
study of this problem setting, we first create the Vehicle-
to-Vehicle Question-Answering (V2V-QA) dataset, built
upon the V2V4Real [53] cooperative perception dataset for
autonomous driving. Our V2V-QA includes grounding
(Figs. 2a to 2c), notable object identification (Fig. 2d),
and planning (Fig. 2e) question-answer pairs. Our spe-
cially designed grounding QAs focus on the potential oc-
cluded regions of each individual CAV. Our notable object
identification and planning QAs evaluate the performance
of different models in the metrics most relevant to overall
cooperative driving safety. Different from other existing
LLM-based QA datasets [4, 33, 35, 37, 39, 43], our QA
supports multiple CAVs in cooperative driving scenarios, as
described in our aforementioned problem setting. The main
differences between our V2V-QA and other related datasets
are summarized in Tab. 1.

To establish a benchmark for the V2V-QA dataset, we
first propose a strong baseline method: Vehicle-to-Vehicle
Large Language Model (V2V-LLM) for cooperative au-
tonomous driving, as illustrated in Fig. 3. Each CAV ex-
tracts its own perception features and shares them with
V2V-LLM. The V2V-LLM fuses the scene-level feature
maps and object-level feature vectors, and then performs
vision and language understanding to provide the answer
to the input driving-related questions in V2V-QA. We also
compare V2V-LLM with other baseline methods corre-
sponding to different feature fusion methods: no fusion,
early fusion, and intermediate fusion [48, 50–53]. The re-
sults show that V2V-LLM achieves the best performance in

the more important notable object identification and plan-
ning tasks and the second-best performance in the ground-
ing tasks, achieving strong performance for the overall au-
tonomous driving system.

Our contribution can be summarized as follows:
• We create and introduce the V2V-QA dataset to sup-

port the development and evaluation of LLM-based ap-
proaches to end-to-end cooperative autonomous driving.
V2V-QA includes grounding, notable object identifica-
tion, and planning question-answering tasks.

• We propose a baseline method V2V-LLM for cooperative
autonomous driving to provide an initial benchmark for
V2V-QA. This method fuses scene-level feature maps and
object-level feature vectors provided by multiple CAVs,
and answers different CAV’s driving-related questions.

• We create a benchmark for V2V-QA and show that
V2V-LLM outperforms other baseline fusion methods on
the notable object identification and planning tasks and
achieves competitive results on the grounding tasks, in-
dicating the potential of V2V-LLM to be a foundation
model for cooperative autonomous driving.

2. Related Work
2.1. Cooperative Perception in Autonomous Driving
Cooperative perception [16] algorithms were proposed to
address the potential occlusion problem in individual au-
tonomous vehicles. Pioneering work F-Cooper [6] proposes
the first intermediate fusion approach that merges feature
maps to achieve good cooperative detection performance.
V2VNet [44] builds graph neural networks for cooperative
perception. DiscoNet [23] adopts a knowledge distillation
approach. More recent work, AttFuse [52], V2X-ViT [51],
and CoBEVT [50] integrate attention-based models to ag-
gregate features. Another group of works [8, 15, 29, 55]
focuses on developing efficient communication approaches.

From a dataset perspective [28, 57], simulation datasets,
OPV2V [52], V2X-Sim [24], and V2XSet [51] were first
generated for cooperative perception research. More re-
cently, real datasets have been collected. V2V4Real [53] is
the first worldwide available real vehicle-to-vehicle cooper-
ative perception dataset with detection and tracking bench-
marks. Other datasets [48, 59, 60] further include sensor
data from roadside infrastructures.

Different from this group of research, our problem set-
ting and proposed V2V-QA dataset include both perception
and planning question-answering tasks for multiple CAVs.
Our proposed V2V-LLM model also adopts a novel LLM-
based fusion approach.

2.2. LLM-based Autonomous Driving
LLM has been used to build planning algorithms for indi-
vidual autonomous vehicles in recent research [21, 31, 32].
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Dataset Publication # CAVs Sim/Real # Frames # QA # QA/frame Point Cloud Planning
AD

NuScenes [3] CVPR 2020 - Real 400K - - ✓
Waymo [38] CVPR 2020 - Real 200K - - ✓
Cooperative perception in AD

OPV2V [52] ICRA 2022 2-7 Sim 11K - - ✓
V2XSet [51] ECCV 2022 2-5 Sim 11K - - ✓
V2V4Real [53] CVPR 2023 2 Real 20K† - - ✓
V2X-Real [48]‡ ECCV 2024 2 Real 33K - - ✓
LLM-based AD

NuScenes-QA [35] AAAI 2024 - Real 34K 460K 13.5 ✓
Lingo-QA [33] ECCV 2024 - Real 28K 420K 15.3 ✓
MAPLM-QA [4] CVPR 2024 - Real 14K 61K 4.4 ✓
DriveLM [37] ECCV 2024 - Sim+Real 69K 2M 29.1 ✓
TOKEN [39] CoRL 2024 - Real 28K 434K 15.5 ✓
OmniDrive-nuScenes [43] arXiv 2024 - Real 34K 450K 13.2 ✓
V2V-QA (Ours) - 2 Real 18K 577K 31.7 ✓ ✓

Table 1. Comparison between our V2V-QA and recent related Autonomous Driving (AD) datasets. † This number of frames includes the
validation split of V2V4Real [53], which is not released to the public. We build our V2V-QA upon the released training and testing splits
of V2V4Real [53]. ‡ V2X-Real [48] only releases a subset of data to the public.

Such a language-based planning model first transforms the
driving scene, object detection results, and ego-vehicle’s
state into text input to the LLM. Then the LLM gen-
erates text output including the suggested driving action
or the planned future trajectory. However, this approach
may miss important detailed visual information from the
raw input from LiDAR sensors or cameras. More re-
cent approaches [37, 39, 40, 43, 45, 54, 56] use Multi-
modal Large Language Models (MLLMs) [1, 2, 17, 22, 25–
27, 36, 41, 42] to encode point clouds or images into visual
features. Then, the visual features are projected to the lan-
guage embedding space for LLM to perform visual under-
standing and question-answering tasks, such as captioning,
grounding, and planning for autonomous vehicles.

From a dataset perspective, several LLM-based au-
tonomous driving datasets have been built on top of existing
autonomous driving datasets. For example, Talk2Car [11],
NuPrompt [47], NuScenes-QA [35], NuInstruct [49], and
Reason2Drive [34] create captioning, perception, predic-
tion, and planning QA pairs based on the NuScenes [3]
dataset. BDD-X [18] is extended from BDD100K [58].
DriveLM [37] adopts real data from NuScenes [3] and sim-
ulated data from CARLA [12] to have larger-scale and more
diverse driving QAs. Other datasets curated independently
focus on different types of QA tasks. HAD [19] contains
human-to-vehicle advice data. DRAMA [30] introduces
joint risk localization and captioning. Lingo-QA [33] pro-
posed counterfactual question-answering tasks. MAPLM-
QA [4] emphasizes map and traffic scene understanding.

Different from all LLM-based driving research that only
supports individual autonomous vehicles, our problem set-

ting and proposed V2V-QA dataset are designed for coop-
erative driving scenarios with multiple CAVs.

3. V2V-QA Dataset

To enable the research in our proposed novel problem
setting: LLM-based cooperative autonomous driving, we
create the Vehicle-to-Vehicle Question-Answering (V2V-
QA) dataset to benchmark different models’ performance
on fusing perception information and answering safety-
critical driving-related questions.

3.1. Problem Setting

Our proposed V2V cooperative autonomous driving with
LLM problem is illustrated in Fig. 1. In this setting, we
assume there are multiple Connected Autonomous Vehi-
cles (CAVs) and a centralized LLM computing node. All
CAVs share their individual perception information, such
as scene-level feature maps and object-level feature vectors
with the centralized LLM. Any CAV can ask the LLM a
question in natural language to obtain information for driv-
ing safety. The LLM aggregates the received perception
information from multiple CAVs and provides a natural lan-
guage answer to the CAV’s question. In this research, the
questions and answers include grounding (Q1-3), notable
object identification (Q4), and planning (Q5), as illus-
trated in Fig. 2.

3.2. Dataset Details

Our V2V-QA dataset is built on top of the V2V4Real [53]
dataset, which is the first worldwide available real dataset
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Q: Is there anything at the location [x1, y1]?
A: Yes, there is a car …. Its center location is [x1, y1].

Q1: Grounding at a reference location

Q

A

(a) Q1: Grounding at a reference location.

Detected 
Object

Q: Is there anything behind the object at [x1, y1]?
A: Yes, there is a car …. Its center location is [x1, y1].

Q2: Grounding behind a reference object at a location

Q

A

(b) Q2: Grounding behind a reference object at a
location.

backfront

back left

back rightfront right

front left

Detected 
Object

Q: Is there anything behind the front object?
A: Yes, there is a car …. Its center location is [x1, y1].

Q3: Grounding behind a reference object in a direction

Q

A

(c) Q3: Grounding behind a reference object in a
direction.

Q:I am CAVEGO. Is there anything I need to be aware of if 
my planned future trajectory is [(x1, y1), …]]?
A: Yes, there are cars at [x1, y1], ….

Q4: Notable Object Identification

Q

A

(d) Q4: Notable object identification.

Detected 
Object

Detected 
Object

Q: I am CAV1. What is the suggested future trajectory …?
A: The suggested future trajectory is [(x1, y1), …].

Q5: Planning

Q

A

(e) Q5: Planning.

Figure 2. Illustration of V2V-QA’s 5 types of QA pairs. The arrows pointing at LLM indicate the perception data from CAVs.

QA type Training Testing Total
Q1 354820 121383 476203
Q2 35700 13882 49582
Q3 14339 5097 19436
Q4 12290 3446 15736
Q5 12290 3446 15736

Total 429439 147254 576693

Table 2. Dataset statistics of our V2V-QA. Q1: Grounding at a
reference location. Q2: Grounding behind a reference object at a
location. Q3: Grounding behind a reference object in a direction.
Q4: Notable object identification. Q5: Planning.

with a vehicle-to-vehicle cooperative perception bench-
mark. This base dataset is collected by driving two vehi-
cles with LiDAR sensors simultaneously near to each other.
In addition to the raw LiDAR point clouds, the dataset also
includes 3D bounding box annotations for all vehicles in
the driving scenes. The training split has 32 driving se-
quences and a total of 7105 frames of data per CAV, and
the testing split has 9 driving sequences and a total of 1993
frames of data per CAV. The frame rate is 10Hz. We fol-
low the same training and testing splits when building our
V2V-QA dataset’s 5 types of QA pairs.

Tab. 2 summarizes the numbers of QA pairs in our pro-
posed V2V-QA. We have 577K QA pairs in total and 31.7
QA pairs per frame on average. More details can be found
in the supplementary materials.

3.3. Question and Answer Pairs Curation

For each frame of V2V4Real [53] dataset, we create 5 dif-
ferent types of QA pairs, including 3 types of grounding
questions, 1 type of notable object identification question,
and 1 type of planning question. These QAs are designed
for cooperative driving scenarios. To generate instances
of these QA pairs, we use V2V4Real [53]’s ground-truth
bounding box annotations, each CAV’s ground-truth tra-
jectories, and individual detection results as the source in-
formation. Then we use different manually designed rules
based on the geometric relationship among the aforemen-
tioned entities and text templates to generate our QA pairs.
The text template can be seen in Figs. 5 and 6. The genera-
tion rule of each QA type is described as follows.
Q1. Grounding at a reference location (Fig. 2a): In this
type of question, we ask the LLM to identify whether there
exists an object occupying a specific query 2D location.
If so, the LLM is expected to provide the center location
of the object. Otherwise, the LLM should indicate that
there is nothing at the reference location. To generate in-
stances of this type of QA pair, we use the center locations
of ground-truth boxes and every CAV’s individual detection
result boxes as the query locations in the questions. By do-
ing so, we can focus more on evaluating each model’s coop-
erative grounding ability on the potential false positive and
false negative detection results.
Q2. Grounding behind a reference object at a location
(Fig. 2b): When a CAV’s field of view is occluded by a
nearby large detected object, this CAV may want to ask the
centralized LLM to determine whether there exists any ob-
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ject behind that occluding large object given the fused per-
ception information from all CAVs. If so, the LLM is ex-
pected to return the object’s location and the asking CAV
may need to drive more defensively or adjust its planning.
Otherwise, the LLM should indicate that there is nothing
behind the reference object. To generate instances of this
type of QA pair, we use the center location of each detec-
tion result box as the query locations in these questions. We
draw a sector region based on the relative pose of the asking
CAV and the reference object, and select the closest ground-
truth object in the region as the answer.

Q3. Grounding behind a reference object in a direc-
tion (Fig. 2c): We further challenge the LLM on language
and spatial understanding ability by replacing Q2’s refer-
ence 2D location with a reference directional keyword. To
generate instances of this type of QA pair, we first get the
closest detection result box in each of the 6 directions of a
CAV as the reference object. Then we follow the same data
generation approach in Q2 to get the closest ground-truth
box in the corresponding sector region as the answer.

Q4. Notable object identification (Fig. 2d): The afore-
mentioned grounding tasks can be seen as intermediate
tasks in the autonomous driving pipeline. More critical abil-
ities of autonomous vehicles involve both identifying no-
table objects near planned future trajectories and adjusting
future planning to avoid potential collisions. In the notable
object identification questions, we extract 6 waypoints from
the ground-truth trajectory in the next 3 seconds as the ref-
erence future waypoints in the questions. Then we get, at
most, the 3 closest ground-truth objects within 10 meters of
the reference future trajectory as the answer.

Q5. Planning (Fig. 2e): Planning is the most important
output of autonomous driving systems in comparison to the
aforementioned QA Types because the ultimate goal of au-
tonomous vehicles is to navigate through complex environ-
ments safely and avoid any potential collision in the future.
To generate the planning QAs, we extract 6 future way-
points, evenly distributed in the next 3 seconds, from each
CAV’s ground-truth future trajectory as the answer. Our
V2V-QA’s planning task is also more challenging than other
NuScenes [3]-based LLM-driving related works [39, 43] for
a couple reasons. First, we support multiple CAVs in coop-
erative driving scenarios. The LLM model needs to pro-
vide different answers depending on which CAV is asking
for its suggested future trajectory, while prior works only
need to generate planning results for a single autonomous
vehicle. Second, our V2V-QA is based on V2V4Real [53],
which includes both urban and highway driving scenarios.
The motion patterns of vehicles vary a lot in those two dif-
ferent environments. On the contrary, NuScenes [3]-based
LLM-driving research only needs to consider urban driving
scenarios.

Large Language Model

3D Object Detector

Scene 
Feature
SEGO 

Object 
Feature
OEGO 

… …

3D Object Detector

Scene 
Feature
S1 

Object 
Feature
O1 

… …

Q: Is there anything I 
need to be aware of? 

…

…

A: Yes, there are cars at …

CAVEGO’s Point Cloud PEGO CAV1’s Point Cloud P1

Projector

LoRA

Figure 3. Model diagram of our proposed V2V-LLM for coopera-
tive autonomous driving.

3.4. Evaluation Metrics
Following prior works [39, 43], we evaluate the perfor-
mance of different models on the grounding questions (Q1,
Q2, Q3) and the notable object identification question (Q4)
with the F1 score, precision, and recall. For the planning
question (Q5), the evaluation metrics are L2 errors and col-
lision rates.

4. V2V-LLM
In addition to the proposed dataset, we propose a competi-
tive baseline model, V2V-LLM, for this LLM-based collab-
orative driving problem, as shown in Fig. 3. This model is
a Multi-modal LLM (MLLM) that takes the individual per-
ception features of every CAV as the vision input, a ques-
tion as the language input, and generates an answer as the
language output.

4.1. LiDAR-based Input Features
For extracting the perception input features, each CAV ap-
plies a 3D object detection model to its individual LiDAR
point cloud: PEGO and P1. We extract the scene-level
feature map SEGO and S1 from the 3D object detection
model and transform the 3D object detection results as the
object-level feature vectors OEGO and O1. Following prior
works V2V4Real [53] and V2X-Real [48], we use PointPil-
lars [20] as the 3D object detector for fair comparisons.

4.2. LiDAR-based LLM
Model architecture: We utilize LLaVA [25] to develop our
MLLM, given its superior performance on visual question-
answering tasks. However, since the perception features of
our cooperative driving tasks are LiDAR-based instead of
RGB images used by LLaVA [25], we use a LiDAR-based
3D object detector as the point cloud feature encoder, as
described in the previous section, instead of LLaVA [25]’s

5



3D Object Detector

Scene-Level 
Feature Map

Object-Level 
Feature Vectors

Single CAV’s Point Cloud

(a) No fusion

3D Object Detector

Scene-Level 
Feature Map

Object-Level 
Feature Vectors

CAVEGO’s Point Cloud CAV1’s Point Cloud

Merged Point Cloud

(b) Early fusion

Cooperative Detector

Scene-Level 
Feature Map

Object-Level 
Feature Vectors

CAVEGO’s Point Cloud CAV1’s Point Cloud

CAVEGO’s Feature Map CAV1’s Feature Map

(c) Intermediate fusion [50–52]

Figure 4. Feature encoder diagrams of the baseline methods from different fusion approaches.

CLIP [36] image feature encoders. We then feed the re-
sulting features to a multi-layer perceptron-based projector
network for feature alignment from the point cloud embed-
ding space to the language embedding space. The aligned
perception features are the input perception tokens digested
by the LLM together with the input language tokens from
the question. Finally, the LLM aggregates the perception
information from all CAVs and returns an answer based on
the question.
Training: Our V2V-LLM uses LLaVA-v1.5-7b [25]’s Vi-
cuna [7] as the LLM backbone. To train our model, we ini-
tialize it by loading the pre-trained LLaVA-v1.5-7b [25]’s
checkpoint. We freeze the LLM and the point cloud feature
encoder, and only finetune the projector and the LoRA [14]
parts of the model. During training, we use batch size 32.
We train our Q1 for 1 epoch, and other QA types for 10
epochs. For all other training settings and hyperparameters,
we use the same ones from LLaVA-v1.5-7b [25].

5. Experiment
5.1. Baseline Methods
We follow V2V4Real [53] and V2X-Real [48] to establish
a benchmark for our proposed V2V-QA dataset with ex-
periments on baseline methods using different fusion ap-
proaches: no fusion, early fusion, intermediate fusion,
and our proposed baseline, LLM fusion (Fig. 3). Com-
pared with our method, other baseline methods also adopt
the same projector and LLM architecture but with differ-
ent point cloud feature encoders. Their feature encoder dia-
grams can be seen in Fig. 4.
No fusion: Only a single CAV’s LiDAR point cloud is fed
to a single 3D object detector to extract the scene-level fea-
ture map and the object-level feature vectors, which are then
used as the LLM’s visual input. The performance is ex-
pected to be worse than all other cooperative perception ap-
proaches because the other CAV’s sensor input is ignored.
Early fusion: The LiDAR point cloud from two CAVs is
merged first. Then the merged point cloud is used as in-
put to a 3D object detector to extract the visual features as
the visual input to the LLM. This approach may achieve
good performance by using all the raw sensor input but re-
quires much higher communication bandwidth when com-
pared with other fusion approaches. This limitation causes

early-fusion approaches to be impractical for deployment
on real-world autonomous vehicles.
Intermediate fusion: Prior research CoBEVT [50], V2X-
ViT [51], and AttFuse [52] propose different cooperative
detection models that can merge feature maps from multi-
ple CAVs via attention mechanisms. Such approaches re-
quire less communication bandwidth and can still achieve
good performance. In our benchmark, we extract the fea-
tures from those cooperative detection models as the visual
input to the LLM.
LLM fusion: We categorize our proposed V2V-LLM as a
new type of fusion method, LLM fusion, which lets each
CAV perform its individual 3D object detection to extract
the scene-level feature maps and object-level feature vec-
tors, and uses the LLM to fuse the features from multiple
CAVs. This approach is related to the traditional late fu-
sion method that performs individual 3D object detection
and aggregates the results by non-maximum suppression
(NMS). Instead of applying NMS, our method adopts LLM
to perform more tasks than just detection.

5.2. Experimental Results
5.2.1. Grounding
Our V2V-LLM and baseline methods’ performance on
V2V-QA’s 3 types of grounding questions can be seen in
Tab. 3. We can see that all fusion methods outperform the
no-fusion approach. Early fusion, V2X-ViT [50] intermedi-
ate fusion, and our proposed V2V-LLM achieve best results
in Q1, Q2, and Q3 respectively. In average, CoBEVT [50]
achieves the best result and V2V-LLM achieves the second-
best result. Such results indicate that our MLLM also has
a promising capability of fusing scene-level feature maps
and object-level feature vectors from multiple CAVs. And
its performance is not too far away from the performance of
other, specially designed intermediate fusion models.

5.2.2. Notable Object Identification
Tab. 3 shows the performance on the notable object iden-
tification task (Q4). Our proposed V2V-LLM outperforms
other methods. Compared with the aforementioned ground-
ing tasks, this notable object identification task requires
more spatial understanding and reasoning ability to identify
the objects close to the planned future waypoints provided
by the asking CAV. For such a task, our V2V-LLM, which
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Method
Q1 Q2 Q3 QGr Q4 Q5

Comm(MB) ↓
F1 ↑ P ↑ R ↑ F1 ↑ P ↑ R ↑ F1 ↑ P ↑ R ↑ F1 ↑ F1 ↑ P ↑ R ↑ L2avg (m) ↓ CRavg (%) ↓

No Fusion 66.6 77.9 58.2 22.6 29.4 18.4 17.2 17.4 16.9 35.5 47.3 49.2 45.6 6.55 4.57 0
Early Fusion 73.5 82.2 66.5 23.3 29.1 19.5 20.8 22.7 19.3 39.2 53.9 55.4 52.6 6.20 3.55 0.96
Intermediate Fusion

AttFuse [52] 70.7 79.6 63.6 26.4 31.6 22.7 18.4 19.6 17.4 38.5 56.9 57.2 56.6 6.83 4.12 0.20
V2X-ViT [51] 70.8 81.1 62.8 28.0 33.9 23.9 22.6 25.2 20.5 40.5 57.6 57.0 58.2 7.08 4.33 0.20
CoBEVT [50] 72.2 76.8 68.1 29.3 34.7 25.3 21.3 22.1 20.6 40.9 57.6 57.2 58.1 6.72 3.88 0.20
LLM Fusion

V2V-LLM (Ours) 70.0 80.1 62.2 30.8 36.3 26.7 21.2 21.5 20.8 40.7 59.7 61.9 57.6 4.99 3.00 0.203

Table 3. V2V-LLM’s performance in V2V-QA’s testing split in comparison with baseline methods. Q1: Grounding at a reference location.
Q2: Grounding behind a reference object at a location. Q3: Grounding behind a reference object in a direction. QGr: Average of grounding
(Q1, Q2, and Q3). Q4: Notable object identification. Q5: Planning. P: Precision. R: Recall. L2: L2 distance error. CR: Collision Rate.
Comm: Communication cost. In each column, the best results are in boldface, and the second-best results are in underline.

Method
L2 (m) CR (%)

Comm (MB) ↓
1s ↓ 2s ↓ 3s ↓ average ↓ 1s ↓ 2s ↓ 3s ↓ average ↓

No Fusion 3.84 6.52 9.30 6.55 1.31 4.76 7.63 4.57 0
Early Fusion 3.68 6.19 8.74 6.20 0.96 3.86 5.83 3.55 0.96
Intermediate Fusion

AttFuse [52] 4.06 6.78 9.64 6.83 1.42 4.41 6.53 4.12 0.20
V2X-ViT [51] 4.21 7.05 9.99 7.08 1.33 4.82 6.85 4.33 0.20
CoBEVT [50] 3.97 6.71 9.47 6.72 0.93 3.74 6.96 3.88 0.20
LLM Fusion

V2V-LLM (ours) 2.96 4.97 7.05 4.99 0.55 3.19 5.25 3.00 0.203

Table 4. V2V-LLM’s planning performance in V2V-QA’s testing split in comparison with baseline methods. L2: L2 distance error. CR:
Collision Rate. In each column, the best results are in boldface. and the second-best results are in underline.

lets the LLM perform both feature fusion and question an-
swering, achieves the best results.

5.2.3. Planning
Tab. 4 shows the detailed performance on the planning task
(Q5). Our proposed V2V-LLM outperforms other methods
in this most important question which requires more spatial
understanding and reasoning ability to generate a safe future
trajectory that can avoid potential collisions.

5.2.4. Summary
Overall, V2V-LLM achieves the best results in the notable
object identification and planning tasks, which are more
important than the grounding tasks in autonomous driving
applications. V2V-LLM also achieves the second-best re-
sult in the grounding tasks. In terms of communication
costs, V2V-LLM shares both scene-level-feature maps and
object-level-feature vectors and only increases communica-
tion costs by 1.5% in comparison to other intermediate fu-
sion baseline methods.

5.3. Ablation Study
We experiment with variants of our V2V-LLM model that
use either only the scene-level feature maps or only the

object-level feature vectors as the visual input. The abla-
tion results can be seen in Tab. 5. Overall, we can observe
that both scene-level feature maps and object-level feature
vectors contribute to final performance in all QA tasks. In
Q1 and Q3, the scene-level-only model and object-level-
only model achieve similar performance. For other QA
tasks, the object-level-only model outperforms the scene-
level-only model by a large margin. This implies that the
object-level features are easier for LLM to digest, which is
consistent with the results observed in the previous work
with the TOKEN model [39].

5.4. Qualitative Results
Fig. 5 shows our V2V-LLM’s grounding results and the
ground truth with visualization on V2V-QA’s testing split.
We can observe that our V2V-LLM is able to locate the
objects given the provided reference information for each
of the 3 types of grounding questions. Fig. 6’s left part
shows our V2V-LLM’s notable object identification results.
V2V-LLM demonstrate its capability of identifying multi-
ple objects near the planned future trajectories specified in
the questions for each CAV. Fig. 6’s right part shows V2V-
LLM’s planning results. Our model is able to suggest fu-
ture trajectories that avoid potential collisions with nearby
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Method
Q1 Q2 Q3 QGr Q4 Q5

Comm (MB) ↓
F1 ↑ P ↑ R ↑ F1 ↑ P ↑ R ↑ F1 ↑ P ↑ R ↑ F1 ↑ F1 ↑ P ↑ R ↑ L2avg (m) ↓ CRavg (%) ↓

Scene-level only 69.9 74.9 65.5 15.4 19.9 12.6 17.9 26.9 13.5 34.4 43.2 40.2 46.7 7.21 15.55 0.20
Object-level only 69.0 80.9 60.1 26.9 34.7 21.9 17.6 18.3 16.9 37.8 52.6 57.3 48.6 5.24 7.78 0.003
V2V-LLM (ours) 70.0 80.1 62.2 30.8 36.3 26.7 21.2 21.5 20.8 40.7 59.7 61.9 57.6 4.99 3.00 0.203

Table 5. Ablation study in V2V-QA’s testing split. Q1: Grounding at a reference location. Q2: Grounding behind a reference object at
a location. Q3: Grounding behind a reference object in a direction. QGr: Average of grounding (Q1, Q2, and Q3). Q4: Notable object
identification. Q5: Planning. P: Precision. R: Recall. L2: L2 distance error. CR: Collision Rate. Comm: Communication cost.

Q: Is there anything at the location [73.0, 
-0.4]?

Q: Is there anything behind the object at 
[-30.4, 17.1]?

Q: Is there anything behind the front object? Q: Is there anything behind the front right 
object?

V2V-LLM: Yes, there is a car at the location. 
Its center location is [73.0, -0.4].
GT: Yes, there is a car at the location. Its 
center location is [73.8, -0.4].

V2V-LLM: Yes, there is a car behind the 
object. Its center location is [-42.8, 28.1].
GT: Yes, there is a car behind the object. Its 
center location is [-45.2, 27.3].

V2V-LLM: Yes, there is a car behind the 
front object. Its center location is [28.7, -1.8].
GT: Yes, there is a car behind the front 
object. Its center location is [30.3, -2.0].

V2V-LLM: Yes, there is a car behind the 
front right object. Its center location is [1.0, 
25.6].
GT: Yes, there is a car behind the front right 
object. Its center location is [0.5, 23.3].

Q1: Grounding at a reference location Q2: Grounding behind a reference object 
at a location

Q3: Grounding behind a reference object 
in a direction

Q3: Grounding behind a reference object 
in a direction

Figure 5. V2V-LLM’s grounding results on V2V-QA’s testing split. Magenta ◦: reference locations in questions. Yellow +: model output
locations. Green ◦: ground-truth answers.

Q:I am CAV_EGO. Is there anything I need 
to be aware of if my planned future 
trajectory is [(4.2,0.1),(8.9,0.2),(13.5,0.4),
(18.4,0.6),(23.5,0.7),(28.8,0.9)]?

Q: I am CAV_1. Is there anything I need to 
be aware of if my planned future trajectory is 
[(-73.0,-14.0),(-63.7,-10.4),(-54.2,-7.3),(-43.5
,-5.1),(-33.6,-3.1),(-23.5,-1.6)]?

Q: I am CAV_EGO. What is the suggested 
future trajectory to avoid collision with 
nearby objects?

Q: I am CAV_1. What is the suggested 
future trajectory to avoid collision with 
nearby objects?

V2V-LLM: Yes, there are cars at [4.8, -3.8], 
[11.1, 3.6], [31.1, 0.5], which are close to 
your planned future trajectory.
GT: Yes, there are cars at [4.7, -4.4], [11.5, 
3.3], [30.6, 0.7], which are close to your 
planned future trajectory.

V2V-LLM: Yes, there are cars at [-27.6, 
-2.0], [-37.6, 3.7], [-63.3, -1.1], which are 
close to your planned future trajectory.
GT: Yes, there are cars at [-27.5, -2.0], 
[-37.5, 3.7], [-63.3, -1.1], which are close to 
your planned future trajectory.

V2V-LLM: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(6.2,0.2),(12.6,0.3),(19.2,0.4),(25.9,0.5),(32.
6,0.6),(39.4,0.7)].
GT: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(6.2,0.2),(12.1,0.4),(17.6,0.6),(22.9,0.8),(28.
3,1.0),(33.5,1.1)].

V2V-LLM: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(5.3,0.1),(10.7,0.2),(16.4,0.3),(22.2,0.4),(28.
2,0.5),(34.4,0.7)].
GT: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(5.7,0.1),(11.5,0.2),(17.4,0.4),(23.3,0.5),(29.
3,0.6),(35.1,0.7)].

Q4: Notable Object Identification Q4: Notable Object Identification Q5: Planning Q5: Planning

Figure 6. V2V-LLM’s notable object identification and planning results on V2V-QA’s testing split. For notable object identification, Ma-
genta curve: planned future trajectories in questions. Green ◦: ground-truth notable object locations. Yellow + and Cyan ×: model
identification outputs corresponding to CAV EGO and CAV 1, respectively. For planning, Green line: future trajectories in ground-truth
answers. Yellow curve and Cyan curve: model planning outputs corresponding to CAV EGO and CAV 1, respectively.

objects. Overall, the outputs of our model closely align with
the ground-truth answers across all question types, indicat-
ing its robustness in cooperative autonomous driving tasks.

6. Conclusion

In this work, we expand the research scope of coopera-
tive autonomous driving by integrating the use of LLM-
based methods, aimed at improving the safety of future

autonomous driving systems. We propose a new problem
setting and create a novel V2V-QA dataset and benchmark
that includes grounding, notable object identification, and
planning question-answering tasks designed for varieties
of cooperative driving scenarios. We propose a baseline
model V2V-LLM that fuses each CAV’s individual percep-
tion information and performs visual and language under-
standing to answer driving-related questions from any CAV.
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In comparison to other baseline methods adopted from
state-of-the-art cooperative perception algorithms, our pro-
posed V2V-LLM achieves comparative performance in the
grounding tasks and outperforms all other baseline methods
in the more important notable object identification and plan-
ning tasks. These experimental results indicate that V2V-
LLM is promising as a unified foundation model that can ef-
fectively perform perception and planning tasks for cooper-
ative autonomous driving. We believe our V2V-QA dataset
will bring the cooperative driving research field to the next
stage.
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Method
1 input frame 3 input frames

L2 (m) ↓ CR (%) ↓ L2 (m) ↓ CR (%) ↓
No Fusion 6.55 4.57 5.94 3.77
Early Fusion 6.20 3.55 5.13 3.04
Intermediate Fusion

AttFuse [52] 6.83 4.12 6.46 3.50
V2X-ViT [51] 7.08 4.33 5.52 3.84
CoBEVT [50] 6.72 3.88 6.02 3.40
LLM Fusion

V2V-LLM (ours) 4.99 3.00 4.82 2.93

Table 6. V2V-LLM’s planning performance in V2V-QA’s testing
split in comparison with baseline methods. L2: L2 distance error.
CR: Collision Rate. In each column, the best results are in bold-
face. and the second-best results are in underline.

8. Additional Planning Results

In the main paper, all experiments use point clouds at a sin-
gle frame from each CAV as the visual input to the models.
In this section, we experiment with feeding visual features
from 3 consecutive frames, the current one and the previ-
ous two, as the visual input to the models. Tab. 6 shows the
planning results of the new setting together with the origi-
nal setting from the main paper. In general, using visual in-
puts from multiple frames improves planning performance.
However, the performance gain for V2V-LLM is not as sig-
nificant as other methods. We conjecture that it is because,
even with a single visual input frame, the V2V-LLM model
is already capable of inferring future movement directions
and max possible movement distances in the next 3 sec-
onds using the point cloud feature maps and the locations
of nearby detected objects.

9. Evaluation Metric Details

For the grounding questions (Q1, Q2, Q3) and the notable
object identification question (Q4), the evaluation metrics
are F1 score, precision, and recall. The ground-truth an-
swers and model outputs only contain objects’ center loca-
tions. If the center distance between the ground-truth an-
swer and the model output is less than a threshold value,
this output is considered as a true positive result. We set the
threshold value to be 4 meters, a typical length of a vehicle.

For the planning question (Q5), the evaluation metrics
are L2 errors and collision rates. The ground-truth answers
and model outputs only contain 6 future waypoints, so we
calculate the L2 errors on those waypoints. When calcu-

QA type Train-Pos Train-Neg Test-Pos Test-Neg Total
Q1 217403 137417 76522 44861 476203
Q2 17859 17841 8391 5491 49582
Q3 7197 7142 3082 2015 19436
Q4 9911 2379 2517 929 15736

Total 252370 164779 90512 53296 560957

Table 7. Dataset statistics of our V2V-QA’s positive and negative
cases in the training and testing splits. Q1: Grounding at a ref-
erence location. Q2: Grounding behind a reference object at a
location. Q3: Grounding behind a reference object in a direction.
Q4: Notable object identification.

lating collision rates, we assume each of the CAVs’ bound-
ing box sizes is 4 meters in length, 2 meters in width, and
1.5 meters in height. We place each CAV’s bounding box
at the model’s output future waypoints and calculate the
Intersection-over-Union (IOU) between the CAV’s bound-
ing box and every ground-truth object’s annotation bound-
ing box in those future frames. If the IOU is larger than 0,
it is considered as a collision.

10. Additional Implementation Details
We use 8 NVIDIA A100-80GB GPUs to train our model.
We use the same training hyperparameters from LLaVA-
v1.5-7b [25]. We use batch size 32. Adam optimizer is
adopted for training with a starting learning rate 2e− 5 and
a cosine learning rate scheduler with a 3% warm-up ratio.
We train our Q1 for one epoch and other QA types for 10
epochs. Our training job can finish within 4 hours.

11. Additional Dataset Statistics
For the grounding questions (Q1, Q2, Q3) and the notable
object identification question (Q4), a QA pair can be cate-
gorized into either a positive case or a negative case. If at
least one object exists that satisfies the condition specified
in the questions, the corresponding QA pair is a positive
case. Otherwise, it is a negative case. Tab. 7 summarizes
the numbers of QA pairs in each category. This table shows
that V2V-QA has sufficient positive and negative data sam-
ples in both training and testing splits for each of these QA
pairs. The planning task (Q5) is excluded from Tab. 7, as
each planning QA pair inherently includes a ground-truth
future trajectory in its corresponding answer.

We also visualize the distribution of ground truth an-
swer locations relative to the asking CAV for the grounding
questions (Q1, Q2, Q3) and the notable object identification

1



(a) x (meters) (b) y (meters)

(c) distance (meters) (d) angle (degrees)
Figure 7. The distribution of ground-truth answer locations rela-
tive to CAV in V2V-QA’s Q1: Grounding at a reference location.

(a) x (meters) (b) y (meters)

(c) distance (meters) (d) angle (degrees)
Figure 8. The distribution of ground-truth answer locations rela-
tive to CAV in V2V-QA’s Q2: Grounding behind a reference object
at a location.

question (Q4), as shown in Figs. 7 to 10. In our coordinate
system, x is the CAV’s front direction, and y is the CAV’s
right direction. For the planning question (Q5), we show the
distribution of the ending waypoints in the ground truth an-
swer future trajectories, as shown in Fig. 11. These figures
indicate that our V2V-QA has diverse spatial distributions
in the driving scenes.

12. Additional Qualitative Results
In this section, we show more qualitative results of our pro-
posed V2V-LLM and other baseline methods in the testing
split of V2V-QA’s grounding task in Figs. 12 to 15, notable
object identification task in Figs. 16 to 17, and planning
task in Figs 18 to 19. The baseline methods include no-
fusion, early-fusion, and intermediate-fusion: AttFuse [52],
V2X-ViT [51], and CoBEVT [50]. In general, we can ob-
serve that our proposed V2V-LLM’s outputs are closer to

(a) x (meters) (b) y (meters)

(c) distance (meters) (d) angle (degrees)
Figure 9. The distribution of ground-truth answer locations rela-
tive to CAV in V2V-QA’s Q3: Grounding behind a reference object
in a direction.

(a) x (meters) (b) y (meters)

(c) distance (meters) (d) angle (degrees)
Figure 10. The distribution of ground-truth answer locations rela-
tive to CAV in V2V-QA’s Q4: Notable object identification.

(a) x (meters) (b) y (meters)

(c) distance (meters) (d) angle (degrees)
Figure 11. The distribution of ground-truth answer locations rela-
tive to CAV in V2V-QA’s Q5: Planning.
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the ground-truth answers, in comparison to other baseline
methods’ results.

13. Limitation
Fig. 20 shows failure cases of V2V-LLM’s planning results
on V2V-QA’s testing split. In a few frames, the model gen-
erates future trajectories in the lane of the opposite traffic
direction. A potential solution and future work is to include
HD map information as additional input to the model. Cur-
rently, this approach is not feasible because the base dataset
V2V4Real [53] has not released its HD map to the public.
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Q: Is there anything at the location [73.0, -0.4]?
GT: Yes, there is a car at the location. Its center location is [73.8, -0.4].

No Fusion: There is no object at the location. Early Fusion: Yes, there is a car at the location. Its center location is [73.0, -0.4].

Q1: Grounding at a reference location

AttFuse: Yes, there is a car at the location. Its center location is [73.0, -0.4]. V2X-ViT: Yes, there is a car at the location. Its center location is [73.0, -0.4].

CoBEVT: Yes, there is a car at the location. Its center location is [73.0, -0.4]. V2V-LLM: Yes, there is a car at the location. Its center location is [73.0, -0.4].

Figure 12. V2V-LLM and baseline methods’ grounding results on V2V-QA’s testing split. Magenta ◦: reference locations in questions.
Yellow +: model output locations. Green ◦: ground-truth answers.
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Q: Is there anything behind the object at [-30.4, 17.1]?
GT: Yes, there is a car behind the object. Its center location is [-45.2, 27.3].

No Fusion: Yes, there is a car behind the object. Its center location is [-39.4, 20.8]. Early Fusion: Yes, there is a car behind the object. Its center location is [-41.7, 21.1].

Q2: Grounding behind a reference object at a location

AttFuse: Yes, there is a car behind the object. Its center location is [-41.0, 21.0]. V2X-ViT: There is nothing behind the object.

CoBEVT: There is nothing behind the object. V2V-LLM: Yes, there is a car behind the object. Its center location is [-42.8, 28.1].

Figure 13. V2V-LLM and baseline methods’ grounding results on V2V-QA’s testing split. Magenta ◦: reference locations in questions.
Yellow +: model output locations. Green ◦: ground-truth answers.
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Q: Is there anything behind the front object?
GT: Yes, there is a car behind the front object. Its center location is [30.3, -2.0].

No Fusion: There is nothing behind the front object. Early Fusion: Yes, there is a car behind the front object. Its center location is [35.9, -1.9].

Q3: Grounding behind a reference object in a direction

AttFuse: Yes, there is a car behind the front object. Its center location is [36.9, -1.9]. V2X-ViT: Yes, there is a car behind the front object. Its center location is [38.5, -2.4]

CoBEVT: There is nothing behind the front object. V2V-LLM: Yes, there is a car behind the front object. Its center location is [28.7, -1.8].

Figure 14. V2V-LLM and baseline methods’ grounding results on V2V-QA’s testing split. Magenta ◦: reference locations in questions.
Yellow +: model output locations. Green ◦: ground-truth answers.
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Q: Is there anything behind the front right object?
GT: Yes, there is a car behind the front right object. Its center location is [0.5, 23.3].

No Fusion: There is nothing behind the front right object. Early Fusion: There is nothing behind the front right object.

Q3: Grounding behind a reference object in a direction

AttFuse: There is nothing behind the front right object. V2X-ViT: There is nothing behind the front right object.

CoBEVT: There is nothing behind the front right object. V2V-LLM: Yes, there is a car behind the front right object. Its center location is [1.0, 25.6].

Figure 15. V2V-LLM and baseline methods’ grounding results on V2V-QA’s testing split. Magenta ◦: reference locations in questions.
Yellow +: model output locations. Green ◦: ground-truth answers.
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Q: I am CAV_EGO. Is there anything I need to be aware of if my planned future trajectory is [(4.2,0.1),(8.9,0.2),(13.5,0.4),(18.4,0.6),(23.5,0.7),(28.8,0.9)]?
GT: Yes, there are cars at [4.7, -4.4], [11.5, 3.3], [30.6, 0.7], which are close to your planned future trajectory.

No Fusion: Yes, there are cars at [4.6, -3.2], [11.4, 3.6], [25.7, 4.0], which are close to 
your planned future trajectory.

Early Fusion: Yes, there is a car at [7.4, -3.8], which is close to your planned future 
trajectory.

Q4: Notable Object Identification

AttFuse: Yes, there are cars at [4.7, -3.6], [12.5, 6.7], [26.7, 7.1], which are close to your 
planned future trajectory.

V2X-ViT: Yes, there are cars at [4.8, 4.1], [11.4, 3.9], [26.9, 0.5], which are close to your 
planned future trajectory.

CoBEVT: Yes, there are cars at [6.4, 5.6], [12.2, 6.7], [27.7, 6.9], which are close to your 
planned future trajectory.

V2V-LLM: Yes, there are cars at [4.8, -3.8], [11.1, 3.6], [31.1, 0.5], which are close to your 
planned future trajectory.

Figure 16. V2V-LLM and baseline methods’ notable object identification results on V2V-QA’s testing split. Magenta curve: planned future
trajectories in questions. Green ◦: ground-truth notable object locations. Yellow +: model identification outputs.
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Q: I am CAV_1. Is there anything I need to be aware of if my planned future trajectory is [(-73.0,-14.0),(-63.7,-10.4),(-54.2,-7.3),(-43.5,-5.1),(-33.6,-3.1),(-23.5,-1.6)]?
GT: Yes, there are cars at [-27.5, -2.0], [-37.5, 3.7], [-63.3, -1.1], which are close to your planned future trajectory.

No Fusion: Yes, there are cars at [-27.5, -2.0], [-37.5, 3.7], [-63.3, -1.1], which are close to 
your planned future trajectory.

Early Fusion: Yes, there are cars at [-27.5, -2.0], [-37.5, 3.7], [-63.3, -1.1], which are close 
to your planned future trajectory.

Q4: Notable Object Identification

AttFuse: Yes, there are cars at [-27.5, -2.0], [-37.7, 3.7], [-63.3, -1.1], which are close to 
your planned future trajectory.

V2X-ViT: Yes, there are cars at [-27.5, -2.0], [-37.5, 3.7], [-63.3, -1.1], which are close to 
your planned future trajectory.

CoBEVT: Yes, there are cars at [-27.5, -2.0], [-37.5, 3.7], [-63.3, -1.1], which are close to 
your planned future trajectory.

V2V-LLM: Yes, there are cars at [-27.6, -2.0], [-37.6, 3.7], [-63.3, -1.1], which are close to 
your planned future trajectory.

Figure 17. V2V-LLM and baseline methods’ notable object identification results on V2V-QA’s testing split. Magenta curve: planned future
trajectories in questions. Green ◦: ground-truth notable object locations. Cyan ×: model identification outputs.
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Q: I am CAV_EGO. What is the suggested future trajectory to avoid collision with nearby objects?
GT: The suggested future trajectory is [(6.2,0.2),(12.1,0.4),(17.6,0.6),(22.9,0.8),(28.3,1.0),(33.5,1.1)].

No Fusion: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(7.2,0.2),(14.6,0.4),(21.4,0.6),(28.4,0.9),(35.2,1.1),(42.0,1.3)].

Early Fusion: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(6.2,0.2),(12.7,0.4),(19.3,0.6),(25.9,0.8),(32.7,1.0),(39.6,1.2)].

Q5: Planning

AttFuse: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(6.4,0.2),(13.1,0.4),(20.1,0.6),(27.4,0.8),(34.2,1.0),(41.1,1.2)].

V2X-ViT: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(6.4,0.2),(13.0,0.3),(20.1,0.5),(26.7,0.7),(33.5,0.8),(40.3,1.0)].

CoBEVT: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(6.3,0.2),(12.9,0.4),(19.4,0.6),(26.0,0.8),(32.5,1.0),(39.1,1.3)].

V2V-LLM: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(6.2,0.2),(12.6,0.3),(19.2,0.4),(25.9,0.5),(32.6,0.6),(39.4,0.7)].

Figure 18. V2V-LLM and baseline methods’ planning results on V2V-QA’s testing split. Green curve: future trajectories in ground-truth
answers. Green ◦: ending waypoints in ground-truth answers. Yellow curve: model planning outputs. Yellow ×: ending waypoints in
model outputs.

10



Q: I am CAV_1. What is the suggested future trajectory to avoid collision with nearby objects?
GT: The suggested future trajectory is [(5.7,0.1),(11.5,0.2),(17.4,0.4),(23.3,0.5),(29.3,0.6),(35.1,0.7)].

No Fusion: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(7.3,0.2),(14.7,0.4),(22.3,0.6),(29.9,0.8),(37.7,1.0),(45.2,1.2)].

Early Fusion: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(5.7,0.1),(11.9,0.2),(17.8,0.4),(23.6,0.5),(29.6,0.6),(35.6,0.8)].

Q5: Planning

CoBEVT: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(4.4,0.1),(9.0,0.2),(13.2,0.3),(17.7,0.4),(22.0,0.5),(26.5,0.6)].

V2V-LLM: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(5.3,0.1),(10.7,0.2),(16.4,0.3),(22.2,0.4),(28.2,0.5),(34.4,0.7)].

AttFuse: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(7.5,0.2),(14.2,0.3),(21.9,0.4),(29.0,0.5),(36.8,0.6),(43.9,0.7)].

V2X-ViT: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(6.3,0.1),(13.1,0.2),(19.4,0.2),(26.3,0.2),(33.4,0.2),(40.1,0.3)].

Figure 19. V2V-LLM and baseline methods’ planning results on V2V-QA’s testing split. Green curve: future trajectories in ground-truth
answers. Green ◦: ending waypoints in ground-truth answers. Cyan curve: model planning outputs. Cyan ×: ending waypoints in model
outputs.
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Q: I am CAV_EGO. What is the suggested future trajectory to avoid collision with nearby 
objects?
GT: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(2.5,0.1),(5.2,0.2),(7.9,0.3),(10.6,0.4),(13.4,0.4),(16.1,0.5)].

V2V-LLM: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(3.7,0.6),(7.2,1.8),(10.4,3.5),(13.6,5.6),(16.6,8.1),(19.6,11.0)].

V2V-LLM: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(1.5,0.2),(3.1,0.4),(4.8,0.9),(6.6,1.6),(8.7,2.7),(10.9,4.1)].

Q5: Planning

Q: I am CAV_1. What is the suggested future trajectory to avoid collision with nearby 
objects?
GT: The suggested future trajectory is 
[(4.7,0.1),(9.2,0.2),(14.0,0.2),(18.6,0.3),(23.6,0.3),(28.5,0.4)].

Figure 20. Failure cases of V2V-LLM’s planning results on V2V-QA’s testing split. Green curve: future trajectories in ground-truth
answers. Green ◦: ending waypoints in ground-truth answers. Yellow curve and Cyan curve: model planning outputs corresponding to
CAV EGO and CAV 1, respectively. Yellow × and Cyan ×: ending waypoints in model outputs corresponding to CAV EGO and CAV 1,
respectively.
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