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Figure 1. Overview of AerialVG. This work introduces aerial visual grounding (AerialVG), a new task for intelligent drones. We provide
the first dataset for this task, consisting of 50K annotations and 103K objects. Additionally, an AerialVG model is proposed to explore the
positional relations among objects and achieve superior context-aware visual grounding in drone applications.

Abstract

Visual grounding (VG) aims to localize target objects in
an image based on natural language descriptions. In this
paper, we propose AerialVG, a new task focusing on visual
grounding from aerial views. Compared to traditional VG,
AerialVG poses new challenges, e.g., appearance-based
grounding is insufficient to distinguish among multiple vi-
sually similar objects, and positional relations should be
emphasized. Besides, existing VG models struggle when
applied to aerial imagery, where high-resolution images
cause significant difficulties. To address these challenges,
we introduce the first AerialVG dataset, consisting of 5K
real-world aerial images, 50K manually annotated descrip-

tions, and 103K objects. Particularly, each annotation in
AerialVG dataset contains multiple target objects anno-
tated with relative spatial relations, requiring models to
perform comprehensive spatial reasoning. Furthermore, we
propose an innovative model especially for the AerialVG
task, where a Hierarchical Cross-Attention is devised to
focus on target regions, and a Relation-Aware Grounding
module is designed to infer positional relations. Experi-
mental results validate the effectiveness of our dataset and
method, highlighting the importance of spatial reasoning
in aerial visual grounding. The code will be released at
https://github.com/Ideal-ljl/UAVVG.
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1. Introduction
Visual Grounding (VG) is a challenging task that involves
identifying specific regions or objects within an image fol-
lowing natural language instructions. This task requires
models to deeply understand both visual and textual modal-
ities, effectively aligning image context with corresponding
linguistic expressions. VG is critical for a wide range of
applications, including visual question answering, vision-
and-language navigation, and human-robot interaction, etc
[22, 32, 34, 35, 48, 55].

With the continuous progress of multimodal models, the
performance of VG tasks has been significantly improved.
However, existing models and datasets still have obvious
limitations. Current research focuses primarily on ground-
based object, and the exploration of aerial visual grounding
remains underdeveloped. Aerial visual grounding has sig-
nificant potential applications in areas such as emergency
rescue, logistics, and ecological monitoring, which calls for
further research and development. Specifically, the ability
to manage multiple objects of the same type and their spa-
tial relationships in complex environments remains under-
developed, leading to limited generalization capabilities in
real-world scenarios.

To this end, we propose a more challenging task, termed
Aerial Visual Grounding (AerialVG). AerialVG aims to ap-
ply the visual grounding task to UAV platforms, and pro-
mote the development of UAV intelligent perception and
autonomous navigation technologies. Compared with tra-
ditional VG tasks, AerialVG faces more challenges, mainly
in the following two aspects:
• Broad field of view and small objects. Unlike images

from the ground perspective, when UAVs capture images
from the air, the field of view is usually much broader,
and the size of objects in the image tends to be relatively
small. While a larger field of view provides more con-
text and coverage, it also imposes challenges to locate and
identify objects at a finer scale.

• Complex object distribution and spatial relationship.
From the perspective of UAVs, object types are mainly
pedestrians and vehicles, which are usually distributed in
crowded urban environments. Especially in busy urban
streets or traffic-intensive areas, there may be multiple
similar or identical objects in the field of view at the same
time. For example, multiple similar vehicles are often si-
multaneously presented in one street. In this case, it is
difficult to accurately distinguish the target object based
on appearance features alone, and it is necessary to rely
on the spatial relationship between objects, such as rela-
tive position, distance, and direction, to achieve precise
positioning and recognition.
To address above issues, we propose the first dataset de-

signed specifically for the AerialVG task. The dataset con-
sists of 5,000 high-resolution images covering a variety of

complex urban environments and contains a rich variety of
object types, such as pedestrians, vehicles, and other com-
mon urban objects. In addition, the dataset includes nearly
50k manual annotations. These annotations not only pro-
vide the bounding box of each object but also include nat-
ural language descriptions related to the object, which can
help the model understand the positional relationship be-
tween objects. With these high-quality annotations, a com-
prehensive and efficient test platform is provided for the
AerialVG task.

Aiming at the core challenges in the AerialVG task,
we also design an innovative model that can accurately lo-
cate objects based on the positional relation between them.
Specifically, a Hierarchical Cross-Attention is first pro-
posed to help the model focus more effectively on regions
where objects are most likely to appear, thus addressing
the issue of vast visual areas. Furthermore, we devise a
Relation-Aware Grounding module to understand spatial in-
formation such as the relative position, direction, and dis-
tance between objects, effectively distinguishing multiple
similar objects.

Overall, the main contributions of this work are summa-
rized as follows:
• We propose the AerialVG task and introduce the first

dataset, providing a valuable resource for advancing re-
search in aerial visual grounding.

• We present a novel AerialVG model that effectively ad-
dresses two key challenges, i.e., the large field of view
with small-sized objects and the complex distribution and
spatial relationships between objects.

• We conduct extensive experiments to thoroughly validate
the effectiveness of our proposed model, demonstrating
its superior performance.

2. Related Work
Visual Grounding. Visual Grounding (VG) is a fundamen-
tal task that requires identifying specific objects in an im-
age based on natural language descriptions. This task has
made some progress in both 2D [5, 25] and 3D [17, 18, 39–
41, 50, 53] fields. Existing visual grounding methods can
be broadly divided into two categories, i.e., (1) two-stage
methods[13, 28, 44] and (2) one-stage methods[27, 37, 38].
The former first generates region-level candidate boxes
and then uses language to select the best matching region.
The latter directly interacts with visual and language cues
through bounding boxes, avoiding the computationally in-
tensive proposal box generation and region feature extrac-
tion steps present in two-stage methods. Several recent
methods[8, 10, 23, 25] have adopted the transformer struc-
ture for multimodal fusion, thus achieving better perfor-
mance. In addition, with the booming development of vi-
sion language models (VLMs), some studies [45, 46, 51]
have improved the performance of vision grounding by fine-
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Figure 2. Example of AerialVG Dataset. There are many red cars in the picture. In order to achieve accurate object positioning, we
need to use the positional relationship of surrounding auxiliary objects to assist reasoning. To this end, we accurately annotated the data to
ensure that the spatial relationship between objects can be fully captured, thereby improving the accuracy of AerialVG.

tuning pre-trained VLMs, making full use of the knowledge
and advantages of pre-trained models. These advances have
improved both the accuracy and efficiency of VG systems,
enabling more complex applications. However, they still
cannot solve the spatial relationship problem in AerialVG.

Vision-Language Models. Vision-Language Models
(VLMs) integrate visual and linguistic information to per-
form tasks that require both image understanding and nat-
ural language processing. Typically, they use pretrained
visual backbones to encode images, and large-scale lan-
guage models to interpret textual inputs. The visual and
textual information is then fused through mechanisms like
cross-attention layers. Recent advancements, such as GPT-
4o [31], LLaVA [24], and InstructBLIP [6], have achieved
significant progress in language-guided navigation and vi-
sual reasoning. VLMs have also been adapted to a vari-
ety of domains. Specifically, robot action generation pro-
duces robot actions based on textual instructions [36, 54],
vision language navigation guides UAVs in aerial environ-
ments [14, 26], 3D generation creates and understands 3D
data based on language inputs [42, 47]. Moreover, VLMs
are increasingly used in video understanding, biomedical
imaging, and remote sensing, demonstrating their versatil-
ity across different tasks. These developments highlight the
growing potential of VLMs in various real-world applica-
tions.

Spatial Reasoning Representation. Spatial reasoning,
traditionally part of broader tasks like SLAM [1, 11] or

depth estimation [12], has seen increasing interest in the
context of VLMs. Earlier research focused on explicit spa-
tial scene representations, such as spatial memory [15, 16]
or spatial scene graphs [19, 43], to help machines un-
derstand and reason about spatial relations. Recent work
has further advanced the spatial reasoning capabilities of
VLMs. Some approaches leverage 3D information to en-
hance VLM performance. [3, 20, 21, 33] focus on recon-
structing scenes from multi-view images and integrating
dense semantic features to improve these representations.
These 3D representations are then fused into LLMs for bet-
ter spatial understanding. However, multi-view images are
not always available, and the explicit construction of scenes
using dense semantic features can be computationally in-
tensive. Furthermore, the gap between 3D representations
and language can often degrade performance. In contrast,
other approaches utilize 2D VLMs to understand spatial re-
lationships and measure distances. Unlike the 3D meth-
ods, spatial understanding in these models is implicitly en-
coded, allowing the VLM to directly address spatial reason-
ing tasks without requiring explicit 3D representations or
scene graphs, as seen in works like [2, 4].

3. Dataset
In this paper, we develop the AerialVG dataset as shown in
Figure 2. This dataset contains 5,000 high-definition images
taken from UAVs. We annotated them to ensure that they
are suitable for aerial visual grounding task. In addition, we
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Figure 3. Resolution distribution and word cloud of Aeri-
alVG dataset. Most of the images in AerialVG dataset are high-
resolution, and the most frequently appearing words are vehicle
type, color, and location.

provide a specially designed natural language description
for each object, which details the objects in the image and
their relative positions. The AerialVG dataset provides a
solid foundation for fine-grained object grounding in com-
plex scenes from a high-altitude perspective, and especially
lays a new research direction for the efficient grounding and
understanding tasks of intelligent UAVs.

3.1. Dataset generation
The images in our AerialVG dataset are sourced from the
VisDrone2019 dataset [56]. VisDrone consists of 288 video
clips (261,908 frames) and 10,209 static images captured by
various UAV-mounted cameras across 14 cities, covering a
range of environments such as urban and rural areas. This
diversity in scene type, location, and conditions (including
different weather and lighting) offers a robust foundation
for visual grounding tasks. The dataset includes more than
2.6 million manually annotated bounding boxes, highlight-
ing common objects like pedestrians, vehicles, and bicycles,
with attributes such as visibility, object class, and occlusion.

In UAV-view images, buildings and roads occupy most
of the visual space, while the primary objects of interest
are pedestrians and vehicles. They often exhibit similar ap-
pearances. Relying solely on coarse-grained categories is
insufficient for accurate object localization. Therefore, the
annotations must capture fine-grained object features, e.g.,
color, vehicle type, clothing, and consider the spatial rela-
tionships between target objects and prominent surrounding
elements. Due to the complexity of visual annotation, we
opted for manual annotation to ensure precision.

Our manual annotation process follows these principles:
• Observer-perspective spatial relationships. For the

convenience of annotation and unification, our position
relation is described from the first-person perspective and

Figure 4. Comparison between different datasets. Words refers
to the average number of words in the text; Objects refer to the
average number of objects in each image; Area refers to the pro-
portion of irrelevant areas; Resolution refers to the maximum res-
olution of the dataset images and Captions refers to the average
number of annotations contained in each image.

is divided into eight categories, i.e., above, below, left,
right, top left, top right, bottom left, and bottom right. As
shown in Figure 2 A, the white bus is above the red car
with a white roof, not on the right.

• Selection of prominent auxiliary objects. When locat-
ing the target object, we give priority to selecting the clos-
est object as the auxiliary object to improve positioning
accuracy. To ensure simplicity, if one auxiliary object is
sufficient to locate the target, no redundant description
will be provided. For instance, as shown in Figure 2 D,
the target object is the white sedan, and we select the blue
SUV as the auxiliary object, while disregarding the red
car at the top left.

3.2. Dataset statistics
This subsection presents key statistics of the AerialVG
dataset and offers a comparative comparison with existing
visual grounding datasets.

Figure 3 shows the resolution distribution and word
cloud for the AerialVG dataset. Unlike the RefCOCO se-
ries, where over 70% of images have a resolution around
600× 650, the AerialVG dataset consists mostly of images
with resolutions greater than 1000 × 500. This higher res-
olution and wider field of view make the Aerial VG task
more challenging.

The word cloud analysis highlights frequent mentions of
vehicle types, colors, and spatial positions. These annota-
tions emphasize the importance of understanding not only
object identification but also their relative locations in the
environment. This rich annotation style is critical for tasks
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like UAV navigation, emergency response, and large-scale
monitoring, where spatial relationships are essential for ac-
curate decision-making.

Figure 4 compares the AerialVG dataset with existing
visual grounding datasets across three key aspects, i.e., the
average number of words in the text, the average number of
objects located in the image, and the proportion of irrelevant
regions. In all three aspects, the AerialVG dataset demon-
strates a higher level of challenge, highlighting its com-
plexity and suitability for more advanced visual grounding
tasks.

4. Method
As shown in Figure 5, we take GroundingDINO [25] as
the baseline and design an end-to-end model for AerialVG.
GroundingDINO [25] is built on a transformer architecture,
where the encoder stacks self-attention and cross-attention
layers to fuse image and text features. After fusing these
multimodal features, it selects the most relevant features as
queries, which are highly similar to the text. These queries
are then decoded in the decoder, and the final bounding
boxes and logits are generated by the bbox head and class
head, respectively.

Unlike GroundingDINO [25], after embedding the im-
age into hierarchical features using Swin-Transformer [29],
we fuse these features with text features encoded by
BERT [9] via Hierarchical Cross Attention, enabling the
model to focus more on potential regions where objects
are likely to appear. After the Decoder, we introduce the
Relation-Aware Grounding module to capture the positional
relationships between different objects.

4.1. Hierarchical Cross-Attention
In aerial view images, high resolution often comes with
large portions of the scene occupied by buildings, roads,
and other background elements, reducing the focus on key
objects. To address this, we propose Hierarchical Cross-
Attention, a mechanism designed to help the model more
efficiently attend to relevant areas within the scene.

With the hierarchical feature representation enabled by
Swin-Transformer[29], image features are organized in a
layered manner. However, traditional cross-attention meth-
ods typically compute a complete attention map by flatten-
ing the features for processing, which can lead to informa-
tion loss during the subsequent fusion process. In hierarchi-
cal structures, features at the same spatial location across
different layers still represent the same object. Therefore,
if a high-attention region is identified in one layer based
on textual cues, this region should receive increased atten-
tion in subsequent layers. Conversely, if a region shows low
attention, it can be partially disregarded in the next layer,
enabling the model to prioritize more relevant areas effec-
tively.

As shown in Figure 5, after calculating the attention map
between textual and image features, we remain their hier-
archical structure. As the layer number increases, the at-
tention map will also become smaller, making small objects
receive insufficient attention in the higher layers. To alle-
viate this problem, we first convolve the attention map of
the first layer to make it consistent with the shape of the last
layer map, and fuse the result with it.

A∗
n = (1− β)×An + β × C(A1), (1)

where C(·) denotes the convolution operation, β is a hyper-
parameter, Aj represents the attention map of the j-th layer.
The processed attention map is then combined with the
highest layer’s attention map An, ensuring that even small
objects are given adequate focus. After that, we use Equa-
tion 2 to enhance the attention map in lower layers based on
the higher layers.

A∗
i = (1− α)×Ai + α× F (Ai+1). (2)

Specifically, we use bilinear interpolation F (·), to expand
the attention map Ai+1 of the i + 1 layer to the shape
of the i layer Ai. The expanded attention map is then
weighted by the hyper-parameter α and combined with Ai

to form the updated A∗
i . This approach effectively achieves

our goal without introducing additional parameters, yield-
ing improvements in performance.

4.2. Relation-Aware Grounding
Following GroundingDINO [25], we first perform
language-guided query selection after the encoder, and then
pass the selected queries into the decoder. In the decoder,
we perform cross-attention on the query separately with
the image features and text features to enhance the model’s
ability to localize objects. However, experiments showed
that these features did not adequately capture the positional
relations described in the text.

We draw inspiration from certain 3D visual grounding
methods for determining spatial relationships. However,
those methods generally require explicit bounding boxes
and clearly defined spatial relationships, rather than lever-
aging full textual descriptions. Our approach circumvents
these requirements while still achieving competitive results.

Specifically, we design a Relation-Aware Grounding
module to capture positional relation information. As
shown in figure 5, after passing through the decoder, the
fused features already contain the positional information
of each object. Assuming we have m features before the
Relation-Aware Grounding module, we then concatenate
every two of the m features in pairs to obtain m2 features,
which effectively captures the pairwise relationships be-
tween the objects and enhances the model’s ability to learn
these interactions. The self-attention operation is performed
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Figure 5. The architecture of AerialVG model. Hierarchical Cross Attention directs the model’s focus to potential object locations, while
the Relation-Aware Grounding module enables the model to perceive spatial relationships between objects.

on m concatenated features in the same column to perceive
the positional relation between objects. Subsequently, we
conduct cross-attention with m2 queries and the text fea-
tures. This step enables the model to better align and in-
tegrate both visual and textual information, enhancing its
understanding of the contextual relationships between ob-
jects.

Finally, we first map the last state of the hidden layer to
the specified feature dimension through the Relation Head.
On this basis, we calculate the similarity between these fea-
tures and the text features. The calculated similarity scores
are then subjected to a softmax operation to generate a set of
normalized similarity values. These normalized values rep-
resent the relationship score between each pair of objects,
that is, how well they match the relationship described in
the text. In this way, we can get an m×m relationship ma-
trix, which represents the relationship score between each
pair of objects. We take the maximum value from each row
of this relationship matrix as the final relation score for each
object. We combine the relation scores with the scores ob-
tained from the query through the class head to form the
final logits.

4.3. Loss Function
Our loss function consists of three parts, i.e., Lreg, Lcls and
Lrel as shown in Equation 3.

L = Lreg + Lcls + Lrel. (3)

Following previous work on GroundingDINO, we employ
L1 loss and GIOU loss for bounding box regression in Lreg.

For classification, we adopt a contrastive loss between pre-
dicted objects and language tokens as Lcls, in line with the
GLIP [52] approach.

Additionally, we compute a Relation Loss based on the
predicted relationships between object pairs.

Lrel = − log

(
emi,j∑
i,j e

mi,j

)
, (4)

where Hungarian matching is performed to identify the cor-
responding target object mi and the auxiliary object mj . In
this way, the element mi,j of the m × m relationship ma-
trix represents the ground truth relation between the objects.
We then use Equation 4 to maximize the score at the corre-
sponding position mi,j in the relation matrix.

5. Expriment

5.1. Implementation Details

Our proposed AerialVG model, utilizes Swin-L [29] as the
image backbone. For text representation, we employ the
BERT-base [9] from Hugging Face as the text backbone.
Following Grounding DINO, we extract four levels of im-
age feature scales from the image backbone, ranging from
4× to 32×. We set the maximum number of text tokens to
256. We set N = 6 for Encoder and Decoder layers, while
the Relation-Aware Grounding module consists of three
layers. The final loss function consists of multiple compo-
nents, i.e., classification loss (or contrastive loss), L1 loss,
GIoU loss, and relation loss, with corresponding weights set
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to 1.0, 5.0, 2.0, and 1.0, respectively. The hyper-parameters
α and β are set to 0.2 and 0.3. We conduct extensive ex-
periments on the AerialVG dataset and the RefCOCO [49],
RefCOCO+ [49], and RefCOCOg [30] datasets. Addition-
ally, we perform ablation studies to demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of our model design.

Our model training consists of two stages. Initially,
we train the model without the Relation-aware Ground-
ing module, using existing VG datasets following Ground-
ing DINO [25] to achieve convergence. Once the model
has converged, we freeze all other parameters and train
the Relation-Aware Grounding module using our AerialVG
dataset only, allowing it to specifically capture inter-object
relationships. More details can be found in our supplemen-
tary material.

5.2. Evaluation metric
In AerialVG, object homogeneity is a significant challenge,
as many objects share nearly identical visual characteristics.
A model that performs well on Top-5 Accuracy but poorly
on Top-1 Accuracy likely relies primarily on visual simi-
larity rather than understanding the spatial relationships or
contextual cues that distinguish between objects. By an-
alyzing both Top-1 and Top-5 Accuracy, we can diagnose
specific failure modes of the model. Model with both high
Top-1 and Top-5 Accuracy demonstrates strong object dis-
crimination and contextual understanding ability, making it
more reliable for AerialVG-related applications.

Table 1. Performance comparison on the AerialVG dataset.

Method

Setting

Zero-Shot Fine-Tuning
Top 1 Top 5 Top 1 Top 5

TranVG[8] 2.57 3.65 11.53 13.68
Dynamic-MDETR[7] 2.61 4.63 19.87 29.87

SimVG[5] 3.61 4.68 20.94 31.32
Grounding DINO[25] 11.10 13.79 29.36 78.87

AerialVG(Ours) - - 50.01 87.00

5.3. Results
Table 1 presents the evaluation results of different mod-
els on the AerialVG dataset. In the Zero-Shot setting,
existing VG models exhibit limited performance, with
both Top-1 Accuracy and Top-5 Accuracy hovering around
10%. This result highlights the challenges posed by high-
resolution aerial imagery and the unique characteristics of
the aerial viewpoint, which are not well-represented in ex-
isting datasets. The poor performance of these models fur-
ther underscores the necessity of AerialVG as a benchmark
for evaluating visual grounding in aerial scenes.

After fine-tuning, Top-5 Accuracy shows a significant
improvement, indicating that models can better recognize
and retrieve relevant object candidates when adapted to
the AerialVG. However, Top-1 Accuracy remains relatively
low, suggesting that while models are able to identify visu-
ally similar objects within the scene, they struggle to dis-
tinguish the correct target based on spatial relationships and
contextual cues.

In comparison, the proposed AerialVG model demon-
strates superior performance over previous approaches. It
demonstrates a better understanding of object relationships
in aerial images, resulting in higher Top-1 and Top-5 accu-
racy. This suggests that our model effectively integrates the
Hierarchical Cross-Attention mechanisms and the Relation-
Aware Grounding module, which are crucial for distin-
guishing visually similar objects based on spatial dependen-
cies. These results validate our architectural choices and
demonstrate the effectiveness of our model in addressing
the unique challenges of aerial visual grounding.

In addition to the AerialVG dataset, we also evaluate our
AerialVG model on the RefCOCO[49], RefCOCO+[49],
and RefCOCOg[30] datasets to assess its performance on
standard visual grounding benchmarks. As shown in Ta-
ble 2, our AerialVG model also presents good performance
across multiple metrics on the RefCOCO series datasets,
achieving comparable results with previous state-of-the-art
approaches.

These findings confirm that the integration of the Hi-
erarchical Cross-Attention and Relation-Aware Grounding
module does not compromise the model’s ability to accu-
rately localize individual objects. Despite being designed
to enhance spatial reasoning and relational understanding,
these components maintain strong object-level grounding
capabilities. This highlights the versatility of our model,
making it effective in both aerial imagery and conventional
ground-based VG tasks.

5.4. Ablation study
To further validate the effectiveness of the Hierarchical
Cross-Attention and the Relation-Aware Grounding mod-
ule, we conduct ablation experiments, as shown in Table 3.
The results demonstrate that each component plays a cru-
cial role in improving different aspects of the model’s per-
formance.
• Hierarchical Cross-Attention significantly enhances Top-

5 Accuracy, indicating that this module helps the model
focus on fine-grained details within the image. By attend-
ing to multi-level image features, the model can better
capture subtle differences between similar objects, lead-
ing to improved candidate retrieval.

• Relation-Aware Grounding module notably improves
Top-1 Accuracy, demonstrating its ability to refine object
selection by incorporating relational reasoning. This con-
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Table 2. Performance comparison on RefCOCO, RefCOCO+, and RefCOCOg datasets.

Method Backbone
RefCOCO RefCOCO+ RefCOCOg

val testA testB val testA testB val test

TranVG [8] ResNet-101 80.32 82.67 78.12 63.5 68.18 55.63 67.11 67.44

Dynamic-MDETR [7] ResNet-50 85.97 88.82 80.12 74.83 81.7 63.44 73.18 74.49

SimVG [5] ViT-L 90.61 92.53 87.68 85.36 89.61 79.74 82.67 86.8

Grounding DINO[25] Swin-L 90.56 93.19 88.24 82.75 88.95 75.92 86.13 87.02

AerialVG (Ours) Swin-L 90.58 93.23 88.56 82.83 89.02 76.03 86.52 88.04

Table 3. Ablation study. Attn refers to hierarchical cross atten-
tion, Relation refers to relation aware grounding.

Method

AerialVG

Fine-Tuning
Top 1 Top 5

Grounding DINO (Baseline) 29.36 78.87
Grounding DINO + Attn 29.78 82.32

Grounding DINO + Relation 45.63 79.63
Grounding DINO + Attn +Relation 50.01 87.00

firms that the module helps disambiguate objects based
on spatial and contextual relationships, rather than rely-
ing solely on visual appearance.

Figure 6. Example of Qualitative Test. Annotation: A blue car is
parking on the right road with a white sedan above it. The model
output score for this result is 0.70.

5.5. Qualitative Results
To better validate the generalization ability of our model,
we conducted real-world experiments by capturing a set
of aerial images using the DJI M30T drone. The images
were taken at an altitude of 50 meters with a resolution of

4000×3000. The images are filled with various types of ve-
hicles, posing a significant challenge to object localization.
However, as shown in Figure 6, our model still successfully
locates the objects accurately based on spatial relationship
information, demonstrating its strong generalization capa-
bility. We will show more visualization results in the sup-
plementary material.

6. Limitations and Future Work

The primary limitation of current visual grounding models,
including our AerialVG, is their inability to effectively rec-
ognize unstructured background information, such as roads
and other environmental elements. While these models ex-
cel at detecting foreground objects, they often struggle to
incorporate contextual information from the background,
which is crucial for tasks requiring a more holistic under-
standing of the scene. Promoting the spatial intelligence of
perception models will be a key focus of our future work.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce AerialVG, a visual ground-
ing task designed specifically for aerial perspectives. We
construct the first real-world dataset tailored for this task,
featuring high-resolution aerial imagery with densely pop-
ulated scenes and complex spatial relationships. To ad-
dress the challenges of fine-grained object differentiation
and spatial reasoning, we propose an effective model, inte-
grating Hierarchical Cross-Attention and a Relation-Aware
Grounding module to enhance object localization accuracy.
Extensive experiments validate the effectiveness of our ap-
proach, demonstrating state-of-the-art performance on the
AerialVG dataset and competitive results on standard Ref-
COCO benchmarks. Our findings highlight the importance
of spatial reasoning in aerial visual grounding and estab-
lish AerialVG as a challenging benchmark for future re-
search. We hope that our dataset and the proposed method
will serve as a solid foundation for advancing aerial view
perception and autonomous vision-and-language applica-
tions.
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