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Abstract

Accurate short-horizon trajectory prediction is pivotal for safe and reliable autonomous driving, yet
existing vision-language models (VLMs) often fail to effectively ground their reasoning in scene dynamics
and domain knowledge. To address this challenge, this paper introduces KEPT, a knowledge-enhanced
VLM framework that predicts ego trajectories directly from consecutive front-view driving frames. KEPT
couples a temporal frequency—spatial fusion (TFSF) video encoder—trained via self-supervised learning
with hard-negative mining—with a scalable k-means + HNSW retrieval stack that supplies scene-aligned
exemplars. Retrieved priors are embedded into chain-of-thought (CoT’) prompts with explicit planning

constraints, while a triple-stage fine-tuning schedule incrementally aligns the language head to metric
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spatial cues, physically feasible motion, and temporally conditioned front-view planning. Evaluated
on nuScenes dataset, KEPT achieves state-of-the-art performance across open-loop protocols: under
NoAvg, it achieves 0.70m average L2 with a 0.21% collision rate; under TemAvg with lightweight ego
status, it attains 0.31m average L2 and a 0.07% collision rate. Ablation studies show that all three fine-
tuning stages contribute complementary benefits, and that using Top-2 retrieved exemplars yields the
best accuracy—safety trade-off. The k-means—clustered HNSW index delivers sub-millisecond retrieval
latency, supporting practical deployment. These results indicate that retrieval-augmented, CoT-guided

VLMs offer a promising, data-efficient pathway toward interpretable and trustworthy autonomous driving.
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Nomenclature

Symbol

Meaning (units)

Sets, indices, and dimensions

H W P Image height, width, patch size (pixels)

T Number of frames per clip (here 7' = 7)
Np Number of patches per frame (N, = % %)
R, C Real and complex domains

Images, patches, and transforms

Ircp € R3><H><W

Input RGB image (normalized intensity)

IxHxW
I e RV

Grayscale image

X1§Z1)tch € RPXP

i-th grayscale patch

F{}

2D FFT operator

Fi) = 7{x(),} e CP<P

Patch spectrum

Al = |F0)| ¢ RP*P

Amplitude spectrum

GAP(")

Global average pooling
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Symbol

Meaning (units)

a) = GAP(AD) e R

Amplitude statistic of patch i

Wireq € [0, I]Np

Frequency-domain attention weights

) . (i
X}l = Wgo)sq Xp;)tch

Re-weighted patch

Xy € RIXHXW Frequency-attended image

XS(IQ Swin-Tiny stage-¢ spatial feature map

Xy Upsampled / Concatenated spatial representation
X = [Xr:X) Channel concatenation of Xy and X

Xpeat € RC’XHXW

Fused representation after 1 x 1 conv, BN, ReLU

Temporal encoding

h; = GAP(Xgeqr,) € RS

Frame-t feature

Hieq = [hy;...;hy) e R7XC

Temporal feature matrix

Hin ’ Hout

Transformer input / output sequences

hrrsk € RE

CLS-token feature used as final vector

Self-supervised TFSF training (InfoNCE)

&p TFSF backbone with parameters 0
7 Projection head with parameters ¢
_ %M o : . .
z=—-——€R {>-normalized projection on unit hypersphere
%o ()2
T

sim(u,v)=u'v

Inner product (cosine similarity numerator)

Ttemp Temperature for InfoNCE

N B 2 In-batch negatives; memory queue (capacity M)
TopK(-,K) Hard-negative mining (keep top-K)

i InfoNCE loss of sample i; L = (1/B)Y.; %

B, E, M, K Batch size; #epochs; queue capacity; #hard negatives
Embedding & retrieval

e, cR1?8 Normalized embedding of clip i

ne, €j #Clusters; k-means centroid of cluster j

deos(x,y) = 1— x'y Cosine distance

[x[l2[[¥[]2
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Symbol

Meaning (units)

HNSW (M, efeonstruction)

HNSW index (connectivity M, build ef)

k

#Nearest neighbors for retrieval

Triple-stage fine-tuning (Sec. 3.4)

Stage A: Spatial perception (VQA multi-task)

Ln Stage-A multi-task loss (classification + size + distance)

K Number of semantic categories for classification

Niyis Tt One-hot GT label and predicted probability for class k in
sample ¢

Smts S Predicted / Reference object size along dimension
me {1,2,3}

dy, dy Predicted / reference distance to ego vehicle

o, B, 1 Binary indicators activating cls. / size / dist. terms for

sample ¢

Stage B: Surround-view trajectory regression

LB Stage-B trajectory regression objective (coords + speed;
with smoothness / curvature regularization)

0 Number of prediction horizons (here Q = 3, at 1s/2s/
3s)

q, r Horizon index g € {1,...,Q}; sample index

ref{l,....B}

Xq,rs Yq,ry Vq,r

Predicted ego-centric x/y displacements and speed at

horizon ¢ for sample r

fq,t‘? yq,h ﬁq,r

Ground-truth counterparts of x4 ,,vg,r, Vg,r

Stage C: Front-view end-to-end trajectory prediction

Zc

Stage-C loss, reusing Stage-B objective (£ = .Zp)

Kinematics and evaluation

(x,y)

Ego-centric coordinates (m)

<

Speed (km/h)

= {9, T={(xiyi)}e,

Predicted / Ground-truth trajectory at 2Hz over 3s (m)
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Symbol Meaning (units)
li=/(xi = %:)> + (vi = 91)? Per-step Euclidean error (m)
1_2,1' Mean /[, at step i (m)

Lg’;iAD7 LZ’ZD L2 error metrics (UniAD at step 2k; VAD cumulative to

k) (m)
c;, C; Collision indicator (0 / 1) and its average
CYmAD cYAD Collision metrics (UniAD at 2k; VAD cumulative)

1 Introduction

Accurate prediction of vehicle trajectories is a fundamental capability of autonomous driving sys-
tems, crucial for safe and efficient navigation in dynamic traffic environments Chai et al. (2020); Liu
et al. (2021a); Ngiam et al. (2022). Recently, end-to-end autonomous driving methods have emerged as
a promising paradigm by directly taking sensor data as input for perception and output planning results
with one holistic model Chib and Singh (2023); Chen et al. (2024b). Through extensive data training,
end-to-end approaches have demonstrated impressive planning capabilities, providing a streamlined and

competitive alternative to traditional modular pipelines Casas et al. (2021); Chen and Kridhenbiihl (2022).

While end-to-end approaches have been widely adopted and constantly making breakthroughs on
challenging benchmarks, they solely rely on fixed-format inputs, which restricts the agent’s ability to
comprehend multimodal information and interact with the environment and human users Shao et al.
(2023a). Moreover, certain methods skip explicit scene understanding and directly predict driving com-
mands from sensor data Hu et al. (2022b); Weng et al. (2024); Huang et al. (2024b), which sacrifices
interpretability and introduces challenges in optimization and safety validation. Along this line of work,
UniAD Hu et al. (2023) introduced a query-based design that integrates perception and prediction com-
ponents, enabling an end-to-end planning scheme. VAD Jiang et al. (2023a) improved computational
efficiency and interpretability by adopting a vectorized scene representation, replacing the dense raster-
ized representations from UniAD. Despite the remarkable progress of end-to-end models in autonomous

driving, such approaches inherently struggle in long-tail scenarios, where prediction errors compound,



Preprint, under review.

severely degrading downstream planning performance Chitta et al. (2021); Wu et al. (2022).

Pairs of Consecutive

Front-view Frames tA’ (A’
Front-view Temporal Frequency- Vector Query Temporal Frequency- New Front-view
Frames Spatial Fusion (TFSF) Database etrieving with Embedding Spatial Fusion (TFSF) Frame Sequence
Encoder k-means and HNSW Encoder

Retrieved Top- | _ Corr. Ground Truth
k Sequences Trajectories

Triple-Stage Fine-tuning
Spatial Perception CoT Prompting
Enhancing VQAs

LoRA
Surround-view Frames Fine-tuning Predicted
& Trajectories WU Trajectories = ing Pipeli
! (Qwen-VL Series) ) Embedding Pipeline

——— Retrieving Pipeline

B

Consecutive Front-view ——— Generating Pipeline
Frames & Trajectories ——— Fine-tuning Pipeline

i

Fig.1 The overview of our KEPT (Knowledge-Enhanced Prediction of Trajectories) method. The method consists
of four pipelines: (1) The embedding pipeline encodes front-view frame sequences into a vector database via a
self-designed and trained temporal frequency-spatial fusion (TFSF) encoder. (2) The retrieving pipeline retrieves
the most similar scene from the database via k-means clustering and HNSW searching. (3) The generating pipeline
guides vision language models (VLMs) in predicting trajectories in the future 3 seconds according to the new frame
sequence and retrieved information via a chain-of-thought (CoT) prompting strategy. (4) The fine-tuning pipeline
involves a triple-stage fine-tuning paradigm, which aims to equip VLMs with spatial grounding, motion feasibility,

and temporally conditioned planning capabilities, enabling trajectory prediction from raw perceptual inputs.

Concurrently, large language models (LLMs) have demonstrated impressive capabilities in language
comprehension and reasoning, showing potential to solve this problem Wei et al. (2022); Hegde et al.
(2025). Going beyond text-based prompting, multimodal large language models (MLLMs) integrate image
and video inputs to the LLLM, enabling tasks such as visual question answer (VQA) and dense captioning L.i
et al. (2023a); Liu et al. (2023). Nevertheless, existing MLLM datasets for autonomous driving remain
limited in scale, typically containing fewer than one million VQAs Wu et al. (2024). Consequently,
without careful model and training scheme designs, these MLLMs exhibit poor performance in reasoning

and planning tasks due to lacking scene understanding and grounding capability Ma et al. (2024b).

In this work, we propose KEPT, a knowledge-enhanced trajectory prediction framework, introducing

a novel approach to assist an MLLM in predicting future trajectories according to consecutive driving
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frames, as depicted in Figure 1. The main research contributions of this work are outlined as follows:

* Temporal Frequency-Spatial Fusion (TFSF) Encoder for Consecutive Driving Frames: We
design a video encoder that fuses fast fourier transform (FFT)-based frequency attention with
multi-scale Swin-Tiny spatial features and a temporal transformer over 7 frames (2Hz), yielding
robust clip embeddings that capture dynamics salient for planning.

* Self-Supervised Representation Learning with Hard-Negative Mining and Memory Queue:
We train TFSF via a contrastive InfoNCE objective using in-batch negatives, a fixed-capacity queue,
and Top-K hard-negative selection, producing normalized embeddings on the unit hypersphere for
downstream retrieval.

¢ Scalable Embedding—Retrieval Pipeline for Trajectory Priors: We construct a vector database
of scene embeddings and perform two-stage approximate nearest-neighbor search—k-means clus-
tering followed by HNSW under cosine distance-to retrieve top-K similar scenarios and their
ground-truth trajectories as informative priors.

* Triple-Stage Fine-Tuning of Vision-Language Models (VLMs) Bridging Perception to Plan-
ning: (i) We enhance spatial grounding via VQA-style supervision on nuScenes (entity class, size,
distance) with LoRA; (ii) We supervise surround-view trajectory regression from six cameras plus
compact kinematics, enforcing smooth, collision-averse motion; (iii) We finalize end-to-end pre-
diction from seven front-view frames using the same regression objective, focusing the language
head on temporal reasoning.

* Chain-of-Thought (CoT) Prompting with Exemplar Comparison and Planning Constraints:
We provide the VLMs with multiple retrieved reference scenes (images, kinematics, waypoint,
and future trajectory) before the target scene, and explicitly instruct comparative reasoning under
constraints (collision avoidance, speed smoothness, drivable-area adherence) to elicit transparent,

controllable predictions.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, the literature review is conducted.
In Section 3, details of the proposed KEPT method are introduced. In Section 4, comparative experiments

and ablation studies are designed. Section 5 summarizes the work and discusses future research directions.
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2 Related Work

2.1 Large Language Models in Autonomous Driving

Recent advancements in LLMs have demonstrated their ability to reason over complex contextual
information, interpret human intent, and generate logically consistent outputs, sparking growing interest
in their application to autonomous driving systems Wei et al. (2022); Mao et al. (2023); Ma et al.
(2024c); Yang et al. (2025a). These works investigated the capabilities of LLMs to generalize to novel
scenarios as well as their ability to reason about the scene in the form of text. “Drive as you speak” Cui
et al. (2024) enriched LLMs with comprehensive environmental data from different vehicle modules,
supporting safer and more context-aware driving decisions. “Driving with LLMs” Chen et al. (2024a)
introduced LLMs that generated 10,000 driving scenarios for agent training. “Drive like a human” Fu et al.
(2024) demonstrated LLMs’ capabilities of understanding and interacting with environments in closed-
loop systems, effectively navigating long-tail autonomous driving scenarios. Dilu Wen et al. (2024) first

leveraged knowledge-driven capability in decision-making for autonomous vehicles.

Meanwhile, recent works have investigated the incorporation of MLLMs into end-to-end frame-
works Wang et al. (2024); Xing et al. (2025); Brandstitter et al. (2025). Autonomous driving systems
integrating multi-source information-such as vision, language, and rules-tend to exhibit greater general-
ization and safety, particularly in complex or long-tail scenarios Chen et al. (2025); Wang et al. (2025b);
Ma et al. (2025). VLP Pan et al. (2024) incorporated linguistic descriptions into the training process and
aligned them with visual features, significantly improving cross-city and cross-scenario generalization.
DriveGPT4 Xu et al. (2024) utilized VLMs to predict control commands and simultaneously generate
textual justifications using an iterative VQA format. To enhance embodied intelligence, LMDrive Shao
et al. (2024) integrated a vision encoder with LL.Ms, enabling multimodal scene understanding and nat-
ural language command execution. Omnidrive Wang et al. (2025a) introduced a 3D VLM architecture
to strengthen planning and reasoning capabilities. DriveVLM Tian et al. (2025) incorporated traditional
3D perception into a multistage reasoning chain, combining scene description, dynamic analysis, and
hierarchical planning to bridge cognitive depth with real-time control. DIMA Hegde et al. (2025) em-

ployed a knowledge distillation approach to transfer planning capabilities from MLLMSs to lightweight
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vision-based planners via surrogate tasks.

2.2 End-to-End Trajectory Prediction

Early end-to-end trajectory prediction models primarily used LiDAR point clouds Casas et al.
(2020); Liang et al. (2020); Wu et al. (2020). However, due to the dependence on accurate bounding
box detection, these approaches often failed to generalize in the presence of occluded or unclassified
objects. To solve this problem, recent studies have shifted toward vision-centric methods based on bird’s-
eye view (BEV) representations, which provide a unified spatial-temporal understanding of the driving
scene Hu et al. (2021a); Akan and Giiney (2022); Liang et al. (2022). For instance, PowerBEV Li et al.
(2023b) realized semantic and instance-level trajectory prediction by simply forecasting segmentation
and centripetal backward flow. TPV Huang et al. (2023) extended BEV with two additional perpendicular
planes and utilized attention mechanism to aggregate the image features corresponding to each query in
each TPV plane. LiDAR-camera fusion approaches have also emerged. For example, DAL Huang et al.
(2024a) contained an attention-free predicting pipeline and an easy training process to achieve trade-off
between speed and accuracy of 3D object detection and prediction through efficient multimodal fusion.
BEVFormer Lietal. (2025) leveraged a unified multi-modality spatial attention mechanism for integrating
camera and LiDAR data with historical BEV features. Despite these advances, BEV-based methods still
face limitations in capturing fine-grained 3D structures and object-level semantics. To address these
shortcomings, vision-centric 4D perception emerges as a promising alternative to effectively extend
temporal occupancy prediction with camera images as input but also broaden both semantic and instance
prediction beyond BEV format and predefined categories Tian et al. (2023); Tong et al. (2023); Wang
et al. (2023); Wei et al. (2023). Cam4DOcc Ma et al. (2024a) was the first to achieve vision-centric
4D occupancy forecasting task, allowing simultaneous prediction of future trajectory for both general
movable and static objects. Building upon this, Drive-OccWorld Yang et al. (2025b) investigated potential
applications of the camera-based 4D occupancy forecasting world model by injecting action conditions

and integrating this generative capability with end-to-end planners for safe driving.
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2.3 Retrieval-Augmented Generation in Vision-Language Models

In vision-language tasks, retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) mitigates knowledge limitations by
leveraging external knowledge bases, enabling models to extract insights from images while supplement-
ing them with retrieved contextual data Shao et al. (2023b); Wang et al. (2025b). Prior studies Jiang
et al. (2023b); Ram et al. (2023) on VLMs have shown that retrieval can improve contextual integra-
tion and multi-step reasoning under knowledge deficits, strengthen performance on complex question
answering when paired with strong pre-trained encoders, and yield better downstream results when large
external corpora are incorporated during pre-training and fine-tuning. Follow-up works Zheng et al.
(2024); Hussien et al. (2025) further highlighted RAG’s advantages for adaptive, multimodal generation
in data-scarce domains and its ability to tighten cross-modal associations between images and text for

more faithful grounding.

For driving-specific applications, dynamic retrieval policies that adjust what to fetch at run time
have been proposed to match task requirements and latency budgets Bandyopadhyay et al. (2025).
Domain knowledge can also be queried explicitly: a traffic-regulation agent retrieves applicable rules and
guideline snippets conditioned on ego state and scene context to inform compliance-aware planning Gao
et al. (2025). RAG offers a principled way to compensate for the limited world knowledge and long-
tail corner cases that arise in autonomous driving Atakishiyev et al. (2024). For instance, RAG-Driver
Yuan et al. (2024) introduced a retrieval-augmented in-context learning mechanism through a curated
multimodal driving in-context instruction tuning dataset and a vector similarity-based retrieval engine
specifically tailored for driving applications. VistaRAG Dai et al. (2024) positioned RAG as a safety-
and-trustworthiness layer that dynamically retrieves prior driving experience, live road-network state,
and other contextual evidence to ground decisions and make the reasoning auditable. SenseRAG Luo
et al. (2025) constructed an LLM-readable environmental knowledge base from multimodal sensor/V2X
streams and issued proactive queries to retrieve time-critical facts, yielding measurable gains in perception

and prediction under latency constraints.

In summary, recent advances show that VLMs and RAG substantially enhance grounding, contextual

reasoning, and data efficiency for autonomous driving; however, most pipelines (i) retrieve generic
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knowledge rather than planning-specific cues, (ii) model temporal dynamics weakly for long-horizon
forecasts, and (iii) offer limited safety calibration and auditability when reasoning under distribution shift.
Moreover, training is often misaligned with metric, physics-aware supervision, leading to brittle behavior
in crowded, rule-constrained scenes. To close these gaps, we introduce KEPT, a retrieval-conditioned
VLM planner that couples a temporally aware perception encoder with scene-aligned, CoT-style retrieval
and a three-stage fine-tuning recipe that grounds language reasoning in metric trajectories and collision
risks. KEPT is designed to turn externally retrieved priors into actionable, long-horizon plans, improving

both accuracy and safety while remaining lightweight and interpretable.

3 Methodology

3.1 Temporal Frequency-Spatial Fusion Encoder for Consecutive Driving Frames

In this subsection, we introduce a novel TFSF encoder for consecutive driving frames. The TFSF
encoder integrates frequency-domain and spatial-domain representations at multiple granularities and
employs a temporal transformer for encoding temporal dependencies. The overall architecture is illustrated

in Figure 2.

R3XH><W

For an input RGB image Irgp € , we first convert it into a grayscale representation /, €

RPH>XW by standard luminance-based weighting:

I, = 0.2991g +0.5871 -+ 0.1143. (1)

We partition the grayscale image into non-overlapping patches of size P x P, generating a tensor

Xparen € RN»*P<P where N, = & x W 'Each patch x\

patch is independently transformed into the frequency

domain via a 2D FFT:

FO=Zz{x0 1, FOech, )

atch
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Sequential Driving Frames
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Fig. 2 The architecture of our proposed TFSF encoder for consecutive driving frames.

We subsequently compute the amplitude spectrum A():
AD = |FO A0 e RPXP, 3)

Then, a global average pooling (GAP) is applied to A®):

i i 1 (@) i
a") = GAP(AY) = 172”; v;AW’ a? eR. (4)

These amplitude statistics across all patches form a vector a € RV». A multilayer perceptron (MLP),
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parameterized by weights Wy and biases b, predicts frequency-domain attention weights wy € RNy
wy = o(MLP(a;Wyr,by)), wy€[0,1]™, 5

where ¢ denotes the sigmoid activation function. The patches are then re-weighted in the spatial domain

by multiplying each original grayscale patch X }SZM with the corresponding scalar attention weight w;i):

X0 =0 x0

O XD eRPP. ©6)

Finally, we reconstruct the frequency-attended image X € RPH>W by folding patches back to their

original spatial positions.

To effectively capture hierarchical spatial representations, we employ a pre-trained hierarchical Swin
Transformer Liu et al. (2021b) (Swin-Tiny) backbone. Given the original RGB image Izgp, we feed it

into the Swin Transformer:
Xs(lf;;)l = SwinTransformery(Iggg), ¢=1,2,3,4, @)

where each stage ¢ yields feature maps at progressively coarser scales, thus providing multi-scale spatial
representations. To align these multi-scale features with the original spatial resolution, we apply bilinear

interpolation-based upsampling, resulting in the refined spatial representation § € RC*H*W:

X; = Upsample (Concat (ngg ,XS([Q ,XS(SQ ,XS(;?)) . (8)

To integrate complementary information from frequency and spatial domains, we concatenate the
frequency-attended image X with the spatial features X along the channel dimension, yielding the fused
tensor Xz, € RICH)HxW,

X5 = [Xp3 X ©)

Subsequently, a 1 x 1 convolution followed by batch normalization (BN) and ReLU activation

generates the unified spatial-frequency representation X ..

Xgeat = ReLU (BN (Convi | (Xgs))),  Xpear € REXHV. (10)
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Given a sequence of T (in this work, 7 is set to 7 according to the sampling frequency of 2Hz in
3 seconds) consecutive image frames, we encode temporal dependencies among frame-level representa-
tions. First, we perform GAP on each spatial-frequency feature map X, ; (frame t), obtaining temporal
feature vectors h, € RC":

h; = GAP(Xears), t=1,2,...,T. (11
The resulting feature vectors across all frames form a temporal feature matrix Hgeq € R7*C".

Hyq = [hi;hy; .. shy]. (12)

We prepend a learnable classification token He, € R'C and add positional embeddings Ppos €

R(T+1xC'.

H;, = [hcls;hl;hZ;-u;hT]‘|‘Ppos~ (13)

This sequence is then processed through an L-layer Transformer encoder (multi-head self-attention

(MHSA) and MLP blocks):

H.,, = TransformerEncoder®) (Hin), Houw € R(I+1xC (14)

We take the output corresponding to the classification token as the final feature representation frrsr:

hrpsp = H(o?,)m hypse € RE. (15)

3.2 Self-Supervised Training of the TFSF Encoder

The TFSF encoder is trained through a label-free contrastive learning paradigm that synthesizes
in-batch negatives, a fixed-capacity memory queue and targeted hard-negative mining, as shown in

Algorithm 1.

Let 7 = {V;}¥, denote an unlabeled video corpus where each clip V; = {I;,}!_, comprises T RGB
frames /;; € R3HXW Tyo independently drawn stochastic augmentations 7| and .o (random-resized

crop, horizontal flip, color jitter, Gaussian blur) yield a positive pair:

v =anv), P =), (16)
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Algorithm 1 Self-supervised training of the TFSF encoder

Inputs:
v — unlabeled video corpus

69,9y — TFSF backbone and projection head

E.B — #epochs, mini-batch size
Tremp — temperature

K — #hard negatives

My — queue capacity
Outputs:

0*,¢* — trained parameters

1: procedure TRAIN(Y, 89,9, E, B, Tremp, K, M)
2: initialise 6, ¢
3: 0+ 0

4: for epoch <— 1 to E do

5: for mini-batch B +— SAMPLE(¥,B) do
6: for each clip V; € B do
7: Vi (Vi) VP a4 (Vi)
8: z} + b norm(9y (65 (V1))
9: 27 + L -norm(% (&5 (V2)))
10: end for
11: N {&|j#iork=2}yUQ
12: for i < 1 to B do
13: H; <~ TOP-K 011 (sim(z},),N,K)
14: 5§ < sim(z},22) / Tremp
15: A Yoen, exp(sim(z},2) / Tremp)
21—t (i)
17: end for
18: L+ (1/B)Y; %
19: (6.¢) < ADAMW((8,4).V.Z)
20; 0 + ENQUEUE(Q, {z7}): TRIM(Q, M)
21: end for
22: end for

23: return 6%, ¢*

24: end procedure

Notation: sim(u,v) = u' v; £»_norm(x) = x/||x||2; TOP-K 11 returns the K largest inner-products.

> AdamW defaults

> FIFO memory queue

> K most similar
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The TFSF encoder fg : RT*3*H*W _ R4 maps a clip to a d-dimensional representation h = f5(V).

A three-layer projection head ¥ : R? — R™ projects h onto the unit hypersphere:

G (h)
2= —-—~—, zZ€R" d=64,m=128. (17)
16 (h)]l2

For mini-batch index i, we denote the anchor as zgl) and its augmented counterpart as zl@. Their

similarity (positive logits) is calculated as follows:

nT,(2)

sj_ _L % » Temp >0, (18)

Ttemp

where two negative pools are employed, namely the in-batch negatives 4.5 = {z(ik) | j#iork= 2} and
the memory-queue negatives 2 = {qg}ﬁl with fixed size M = 1024, storing projections from recent

mini-batches.

Since most negatives are easily separable, we retain only the K most similar hard negatives:

;" = TopK (JViB UQ,ZEI)TZ> , K=10. (19)

The InfoNCE loss could be computed as the following formula:

exp(s;)
(T

Lo (L)

Ttemp

2= —log (20)

and the batch loss could be defined as . = B~' Y2 | .

B
After each iteration the vectors {zl@ } ~areen-queued and the oldest B items are dequeued, keeping

1=

| 2| = M. Both the backbone parameters 6 and the projection parameters ¢ receive direct gradient updates:
0—60-nVeZ, ¢<¢—1m,VpZ, 21

with learning rates 17, = 1 x 1073, npy=1x 10~* and weight decay 1 x 10~*. Training is conducted for
E = 50 epochs on 7-frame clips, batch size B = 8 and temperature T;.,,, = 0.07 on a single 3090 GPU.

The model with minimum validation loss is preserved for downstream embedding and retrieval tasks.
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3.3 The Embedding and Retrieval Pipeline

The overview of the embedding and retrieval pipeline is shown in Algorithm 2. Given a collection of
unlabeled video sequences, a database embedding set could be constructed firstly using the trained TFSF
encoder coupled with a projection head. Specifically, for each video clip V; = {I;;}L_,, containing 7 =7
consecutive frames, we perform deterministic image preprocessing, including resizing to 224 x 224,
normalization by ImageNet mean and standard deviation, and tensor stacking. These preprocessed frames

form an input tensor X; € R1*7x3x224x224,

Each video sequence embedding is computed as:

s (h;) 128
h;=63(X;), e=-——"—€cR“°, 22)
o(Xi) AT

where &5 denotes the trained TFSF encoder and %, represents a multilayer projection head consisting
of linear layers, batch normalization, and ReL.U activations. This produces an embedding e; that resides
on the 128-dimensional unit hypersphere. Embeddings for all sequences are subsequently stored in a

database along with unique identifiers for retrieval tasks.

To facilitate efficient retrieval, we adopt a two-stage indexing strategy combining unsupervised

clustering with hierarchical navigable small-world graphs (HNSW) Malkov and Yashunin (2018).

Given the database embeddings &y, = {e; fghl, we first partition them into n. clusters via k-means

clustering:
Nap
argmianin]|ei—cj\|%, (23)
{ej} i=1 -
where {¢ f}?;l denote cluster centroids. Each embedding is thus associated with a cluster label.

Within each cluster, we construct a separate HNSW index designed for efficient approximate nearest-
neighbor search under cosine distance:

.
X
dos(x,3) = 1= y (24)

xXll2lyll2"

Specifically, for cluster j, an HNSW index is initialized and built using all embeddings within that
cluster. Parameters including M = 16 and ef_construction = 200 are set to balance retrieval speed and

accuracy.
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Algorithm 2 Embedding and Retrieval Pipeline
Inputs:

Vab. Vyas — Database and validation video clips
69,9y — Trained TFSF encoder and projection head
nc,M — Number of clusters, HNSW connectivity

1: procedure EMBEDDING AND RETRIEVAL

2: 1. Embedding Generation

3: for each clip V; € Vg, do

4: X; < Preprocess(V;) > deterministic transformations
5: hi < &p(X;)

6: e; < Normalize (% (h;))

7: end for

8: Save embeddings {e;} — database

9: 2. Clustered HNSW Indexing

10: {c;},labels < k-means({e; },n_clusters=nc)

11: for each cluster j do

12: Build HNSW({¢; | labels[i] = j}, connectivity = M)
13: end for

14: 3. Retrieval

15: for each validation clip V; € Vi, do

16: X] < Preprocess(Vy)

17: hy, < &p(X}), €, < Normalize(% (h))

18: ¢j < k-means.predict(e},)

19: retrieved_indices <— HNSW_query (e, cluster = ¢;, topk = k)
20: retrieved_trajectories <— Map indices — trajectories

21: Output retrieved_trajectories

22: end for

23: end procedure
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Query Driving Frames:

Ground Truth Trajectory in the Next 3 Seconds: "{\"0.5 seconds\": {\"x\": 2.9, \"y\": -0.0, \"velocity\": 20.72}, \"1.0 seconds\": {\"x\": 5.8, \"y\": 0.0, \"velocity\": 20.84}, \"1.5 seconds\": {\"x\": 8.7, \"y\": 0.1,
\"velocity\": 20.85}, \"2.0 seconds\": {\"x\": 11.7, \"y\": 0.1, \"velocity\": 20.6}, \"2.5 seconds\": {\"x\": 14.0, \"y\": 0.2, \"velocity\": 20.6}, \"3.0 seconds\": {\"x\": 16.9, \"y\": 0.2, \"velocity\": 20.04}} "

Top-2 Retrleval

aumruth Trajectory in theﬁxtssacﬁs:_  "\"0.5 s x\": "y\" "velocity\" "1.0 g\": \"x\" 0.0, \"velocity  sec "X\ 6.6
0.0, \"velocity\": 13.78}, \"2.0 seconds\": {\"x\": 8.4, \"y\": -0.0, \"velocity\": 12.54},\"2.5 secands\":

\": 4.6, \" \": 6.6,
A" 10.1, \"\": -0.1, \"velocity\": 11.37), \"3.0 second \": 11.6, \"y\": -0.1, \"velocity\": 10.12}} "

Fig. 3 Illustration of the embedding-based retrieval pipeline in action.

Given validation embeddings &, = {e i } e ", retrieval is conducted by predicting cluster assignments
via the pre-fitted k-means model, and querying the corresponding cluster-specific HNSW index to identify

the k nearest database embeddings:

{e/}¥_, = HNSW knn_query(e}). (25)

Each retrieved embedding index corresponds to an entry in the original database JSON file, from
which associated ground truth trajectories are extracted. Formally, given validation embedding index k

and retrieved indices {/1,. ..,/ }, the output structure is:

R ={70)} (26)

=1

where .7 (1;) denotes the trajectory annotation corresponding to database embedding index /;. This is a
pipeline designed for large-scale validation datasets. In practical applications, a new scene sequence can

be independently embedded and used for one-to-one retrieval, retaining a single trajectory.
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Images

System  This image is from the front view camera. The height of the image is 900 pixels and the width is 1600 pixels, and the pixel at top-left in
the image has the coordinates [0,0].The bounding box is a rectangle in the image composed of 2 pixel coordinates.

Questions . How many meters is the construction | How many meters is the trafficcone
uﬁm?tir;yb?j:é;;:bg;e[[t(l,’,uzléolic[gtle;f worker located within the bounding box located within the bounding box [[339,
591]] distance from us in the image? [[943, 404], [996, 517]] distance from us | 565], [406, 668]] distance from us in the
in the image? image?
Answers T e e ey FromIus | The construction worker is 23.3 meters The trafficcone is 12.2 meters away from
' Y ' away from us. us.

Fig. 4 Examples of distance inference tasks in the training dataset.

Representative retrieval examples are illustrated in Figure 3. The top row displays a sequence of query
driving frames sampled at uniform intervals over the past 3 seconds, capturing a scenario involving a truck
ahead. The subsequent three rows illustrate the top-3 retrieval results obtained by the proposed embedding
and retrieval method. Each retrieval result consists of a visually similar sequence of frames, retrieved from
the training database using the learned embeddings. The ground truth trajectories corresponding to each
retrieved sequence are provided, including position coordinates (x, y) and velocities (in km/h) for future
timestamps at intervals of 0.5 seconds, spanning the next 3 seconds. These retrieved cases demonstrate
the ability of the embedding pipeline to effectively capture visual similarity and retrieve semantically

relevant driving scenarios, thereby providing useful trajectory priors for downstream prediction tasks.

3.4 The Triple-Stage Fine-Tuning Strategy

Reliable trajectory prediction in autonomous driving hinges on VLMs’ ability to accurately per-
ceive spatial relationships in complex traffic scenes. Although VLMs have already demonstrated strong
reasoning capabilities, their depth perception and scale estimation from monocular inputs often remain
suboptimal, particularly for distant targets. Such deficiencies can cascade through the prediction pipeline,
leading to unsafe motion proposals. Therefore, we adopt a triple-stage fine-tuning framework for VLMs, in
which the first stage is dedicated to enhancing spatial perception from front-view frames, while the second

stage directly optimizes trajectory prediction using paired camera frames and ground-truth trajectories.
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3.4.1 Stage A: Towards Enhancement of Spatial Perception Capabilities of VLMs

In this stage, the visual encoder is frozen, and only the LLM component of the VLM is adapted to
strengthen spatial grounding. We construct a spatial perception dataset from nuScenes in a VQA format,
containing over 100,000 verified question—answer pairs that cover three perception tasks essential for
planning: entity categorization, physical size estimation, and distance inference Wang et al. (2025b).
Examples of distance inference tasks in the training dataset are illustrated in Figure 4. All labels are

cross-checked against ground-truth annotations to ensure both uniqueness and precision.

The multi-task loss for this stage is formulated as:
Ln = % fl [a, : (—kflnk,z log nk,t> +5- % il(sm,t —Sma)? ¥ (di—di)?] @7
= = oo
where B denotes the batch size, K is the number of semantic categories, 1y, and 7, represent the one-hot
ground-truth label and predicted probability for category & in sample ¢, s,,; and ., indicate the predicted
and reference object size along dimension m, d, and d; refer to the predicted and actual distance to the

ego vehicle, and o, f;, % are binary indicators specifying whether the classification, size regression, and

distance regression terms are active for that sample.

We adopt Qwen-series VLMs as the backbone, and parameter-efficient adaptation is achieved using
LoRA Hu et al. (2022a) over three epochs. This stage equips the model with refined metric spatial

awareness, forming a robust perceptual foundation for the subsequent trajectory-supervised fine-tuning.

3.4.2 Stage B: Towards Scene-Conditioned Trajectory Prediction from Surround-View Images

In this stage, panoramic perception is coupled with short-horizon motion synthesis by supervising
VLMs to output ego-centric trajectories directly from six synchronized cameras together with compact
kinematic context. Each training instance supplies front, front-left, front-right, rear-left, rear-right, and
rear images, along with the ego vehicle’s instantaneous state in the vehicle frame, the historical trajectory
over the preceding three seconds, and a guiding waypoint that indicates the intended direction without
requiring arrival within the prediction window. VLMs are prompted in natural language to respect

collision avoidance, velocity smoothness, and drivable-area constraints, and must produce a JSON triplet
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of positions and speeds at 1, 2, and 3 seconds ahead, expressed in an ego-centric coordinate system (x
forward, y left) with values serialized to one decimal place. Quantization is applied only at serialization

so that learning remains fully differentiable.

Visual tokens from the six views are extracted by a frozen image encoder and fused with struc-
tured kinematics (current speed, the past three-second trajectory, and the waypoint) before entering the
language head. Training minimizes a regression objective over coordinates and speed with lightweight

regularization on temporal smoothness and curvature:

1&81 &
T = 5 X 5 L (g =50+ 0 =50+ (g = 7=,)°]. (28)
r=1%* g=1

where B denotes the batch size, Q = 3 denotes the prediction horizons (1s, 2s, 3s), (Xg,r,Y,r, Vq.r) are the
predicted ego-centric x/y coordinates and speed for sample r at horizon g, tildes indicate their ground-truth

counterparts. The LoRA fine-tuning is still applied in this stage over three epochs.

This stage trains VLMs to transform surround-view evidence and recent motion history into physi-
cally realizable, short-term plans that remain collision-free, speed-smooth, and road-aligned. The result-
ing motion-aligned representation forms the bridge from Stage A’s perception enhancement to Stage C’s

end-to-end trajectory prediction.

3.4.3 Stage C: Towards End-to-End Trajectory Prediction from Consecutive Front-View Frames

Stage C finalizes the triple-stage pipeline by training VLMs to produce short-horizon ego trajectories
directly from a temporally ordered front-view frame sequence and compact kinematic context. Each train-
ing instance supplies seven front-view frames timestamped at —3.0,—2.5,—-2.0,—1.5,—1.0,—0.5,0.0
seconds relative to the present, a short history of ego positions and speeds expressed in the ego frame,
and an optional soft waypoint that provides a directional prior without imposing arrival within the predic-
tion horizon. The supervisory target is the same canonical JSON triplet used elsewhere in the pipeline,

containing ego-centric (x,y) displacements and speed at the prescribed horizons.

Architecturally, the seven frames are tokenized by the frozen visual encoder and augmented with

relative-time embeddings to preserve temporal order. These visual tokens are concatenated with structured
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kinematic features (recent positions / speeds and the waypoint) and consumed by the language head.
Consistent with earlier stages, we retain a Qwen-series VLM and adapt only the LLM parameters via
LoRA, which keeps adaptation parameter-efficient while focusing the optimization on temporal reasoning

from consecutive frames.

To avoid mathematical duplication, Stage C reuses the trajectory regression objective introduced in
Stage B (% = %3 ), which jointly penalizes pointwise coordinate and speed errors and contains the same
smoothness and curvature regularizers. In practice, Stage C minimizes .Z¢ without introducing new loss
terms, only modest task-specific tuning of the regularization weights is performed to accommodate the

reduced field-of-view and the stronger reliance on temporal cues.

Stage C therefore completes this triple-stage fine-tuning paradigm by converting the perception
capabilities from Stage A and the surround-view priors from Stage B into a front-view—centric temporal
planner. Because the loss, decoding constraints and regularizers are shared with Stage B, Stage C
integrates seamlessly into the unified optimization framework while contributing front-view—specific

temporal reasoning essential for practical, deployable single-camera planning.

3.5 The Chain-of-Thought Prompting Paradigm

To enhance the reasoning ability of VLMs in trajectory prediction for autonomous driving with
the help of historical reference and knowledge, we adopt a CoT prompting paradigm that guides the
model through stepwise, exemplar-based reasoning. Unlike conventional prompting that directly requests
a prediction based on the current scene, our approach leverages structured multimodal context and

comparative reasoning to emulate human-like decision-making.

As shown in Figure 5, our CoT prompting is structured around a multi-scene framework, where the
model is sequentially presented with multiple similar reference scenes (retrieved by the embedding and
retrieval pipeline, and the number is determined by the top-K parameter during retrieval) followed by a

target scene for inference. Each reference scene includes:
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®

m You are an autonomous driving trajectory prediction assistant. You will be given:
T * Seven sequential front-camera images taken at 3.0s, 2.5s, 2.0s, 1.5s, 1.0s, 0.5s, and 0.0s (current time) before now.
« The past vehicle states including both position (x, y) and speed (km/h) in the current coordinate system (current position is (0, 0)).
System * An optional navigation waypoint (soft target), which represents a future desired direction but does not require reaching it within 3 seconds.

Prompts Before you start, | will provide 3* similar traffic scenes which will assist you to better understand your task and my request. Please note that |
am providing separate but similar scenes for you to understand and learn from, you need to think about the similarities and differences
between the first three and the 4*" one (which is for you to reason).

Here are some considerations for trajectory planning:

* It must be noted that there must be no collision.

* The velocity of the trajectory should be smooth, and do not change too much if it is not necessary.

* The trajectory needs to be generated on the road where the vehicle can travel, not in inaccessible areas such as crosswalks and barricades.
* The output coordinates and vehicle velocity are reserved to one decimal place.

* The coordinates that the vehicle needs to pass through do not need to arrive in 3 seconds, it is only a guide in a direction.

Please output the destination point of the vehicle coordinate system for the next 1,2,3 seconds and the velocity of the vehicle when it reaches
that point, respectively. The definition of vehicle coordinate system is the same as the definition of vehicle coordinate system at current time.
Output strictly in JSON format, with each value rounded to 1 decimal place.

*Adjustable according to the top-k value

v v v
ﬁ First Similar Scene Second Similar Scene Third Similar Scene
> ¢ 7 sequential front-view frames ¢ 7 sequential front-view frames ¢ 7 sequential front-view frames
t * Past trajectories & speeds * Past trajectories & speeds * Past trajectories & speeds
User * Navigation Waypoint * Navigation Waypoint * Navigation Waypoint
Prompts ¢ Ground truth future trajectory ¢ Ground truth future trajectory ¢ Ground truth future trajectory

L ] I
v

Scene for Prediction

Now here comes the 4th scene for you to predict.
« 7 sequential front-view frames

« Past trajectories & speeds

* Navigation Waypoint

Please predict the next 3 seconds trajectory.

Fig. 5 An example of the CoT prompting paradigm.

* A sequence of seven front-view images captured at time steps {3.0, 2.5, 2.0, 1.5, 1.0, 0.5, 0.0}
seconds before the present,

* historical trajectory data including position and velocity in the ego-vehicle coordinate system,

* an optional navigation waypoint representing a desired future direction,

* the ground truth future-trajectory of the ego vehicle.

This exemplar-guided context enables the model to understand the expected mapping between
scene dynamics, vehicle motion, and feasible future trajectories. By observing multiple instances, the
model is encouraged to identify patterns, discern scene-specific constraints, and generalize to novel
but related driving situations. To ensure coherent and safe trajectory generation, the system prompt
includes a set of explicit planning constraints, such as avoiding collisions, maintaining speed smoothness,
and adhering to drivable regions. These constraints help enforce output controllability and facilitate
seamless integration with downstream evaluation pipelines. A key feature of our Col paradigm is the
emphasis on relational reasoning. The model is explicitly instructed to analyze the similarities and

differences between the reference scenes and the target scene. This enhances knowledge transfer across
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scenes and fosters contextual adaptation. Furthermore, all spatial data are expressed in a consistent
vehicle-centric coordinate system, and temporal cues are clearly indicated, enabling precise temporal-
spatial grounding of the trajectory prediction task. Likewise, the structure of the prompt is designed to
allow seamless integration of the ego vehicle’s current dynamic state (e.g., velocity, acceleration, and
yaw angle) during inference. These parameters can be directly input into the system without requiring

additional preprocessing, enabling more accurate and context-aware decision making.

4 Experiment

4.1 Experimental Setup
4.1.1 Data Preparation
We divide the 34,000 scenes from the nuScenes dataset Caesar et al. (2020) into four subsets:

* The first subset consists of 10,000 scenes. After removing redundant frames that lack either the
first 3 seconds of historical context or the last 3 seconds of future trajectory information, a total of
9,062 scene sequences remain. We use this subset to train the TFSF encoder.

* The second subset also contains 10,000 driving scenes. In Stage A, we use the surround-view images
from this subset to build a dataset for fine-tuning VLMS’ spatial perception abilities, enabling it
to better interpret multi-camera inputs. In Stage B, we further fine-tune VLMs using both the
surround-view images and corresponding 3-second future trajectory ground truths, enhancing its
temporal reasoning and motion prediction performance. Following the same filtering strategy as in
the first subset, front-view frames of these 10,000 scenes are divided into 1,117 scene sequences.
These sequences, paired with their 3-second future trajectory ground truths, are utilized in Stage
C, serving as the final stage to jointly optimize spatiotemporal reasoning and trajectory prediction.

* The third subset also includes 10,000 driving scenes. As with the first subset, we extract 9,062
temporally complete scene sequences. Each sequence is paired with its corresponding 3-second
future trajectory and encoded into a joint vector representation with the TFSF encoder. These

representations are stored in a vector-based knowledge base, which supports RAG by enabling
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efficient similarity search over historical scenarios for trajectory prediction.
* The remaining 4,000 scenes are used to construct the validation set, from which 3,871 valid scene

sequences are obtained. This subset is used to evaluate the overall performance of VLMs.

4.1.2 Evaluation Metrics

The prediction of trajectories is evaluated using the L2 distance from ground truth trajectories and the
object collision rate. More specifically, we adopt the L2 and collision rate based on UniAD Hu et al. (2023)
and ST-P3 Hu et al. (2022b). UniAD’s NoAvg protocol evaluates each horizon using only the current-
frame prediction at that exact horizon (no temporal aggregation), whereas ST-P3’s TemAvg protocol
reports the score at a horizon as the cumulative arithmetic mean of the per-sub-horizon scores from
0.5s up to that horizon, effectively smoothing performance over time. In the comparative experiments,
to enable comparison with baselines that adopt different evaluation protocols, we report KEPT’s best
results under both protocols; in the ablation study, since no comparison with other methods is involved,

we evaluate the results using the NoAvg protocol.

4.1.3 The Vision-Language Model Backbone

In our experiments, we adopt the Qwen2-VL-2B model as the default vision-language backbone. As
previously noted, this component is modular and can be substituted with other models in the Qwen family,
including Qwen2-VL-7B, Qwen2.5-VL-3B, Qwen2.5-VL-7B, or larger-scale variants. Our preference for
the 2B model is based on its significantly reduced computational demands, both during training and
inference, which makes it a practical option for real-time applications and potential deployment on
resource-constrained edge platforms such as vehicle-mounted systems. All evaluation is conducted on

four NVIDIA A800 GPUs.

4.2 Comparative Experiments

4.2.1 Results under NoAvg

As shown in Table 2, averaged over 1-3s, KEPT attains 0.70m L2 and 0.21% collision rate, improving

over UniAD (1.03m/0.31%) by 32.0% and 32.3%, respectively, and over VAD-Base (1.22 m/0.43%) by
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42.6% and 51.2%. Against the recent camera-only world-model Drive-OccWorld (0.85m / 0.29%), KEPT
reduces average error by 17.6% and collision rate by 27.6%. At the longest horizon (3s), KEPT’s 1.23m
L2 is 17.5-37.9% lower than competing UniAD/VAD-Base/Drive-OccWorld variants, with a concomitant

drop in 3-s collisions (0.44% vs. 0.64-0.96%).

4.2.2 Results under TemAvg without Ego Status

Under temporal averaging, KEPT continues to deliver the lowest L2 at all horizons, achieving 0.37m
on average, which is 21.3% lower than Drive-OccWorld (0.47m). Collision rates are competitive at short
horizons (1s: 0.03%, on par with the best baselines) but slightly higher at longer horizons (average: 0.16%

vs. 0.11% for Drive-OccWorld), revealing a small safety-accuracy trade-off when ego priors are withheld.

4.2.3 Results under TemAvg with Ego Status

When lightweight ego signals are provided, matching many recent VLM-for-driving setups, KEPT
achieves the best overall numbers: 0.31m average L2 and 0.07% average collisions. This improves over
OmniDrive (0.33m / 0.30%) by 6.1% / 76.7%, over Drive-OccWorld (0.32m / 0.29%) by 3.1% / 75.9%,
and over RDA-Driver (0.40m / 0.10%) by 22.5% / 30.0%. Notably, KEPT’s 3-s L2 (0.51m) is on par with

the best competitors (0.49-0.55m) while reducing average collisions by 2-4 x relative to most baselines.

4.2.4 Discussion

The consistent L2 gains, especially at 2-3s, stem from (i) the TFSF encoder that preserves motion-
relevant dynamics, (ii) retrieval-augmented Col prompting that supplies scene-aligned priors, and (iii)
triple-stage fine-tuning that grounds the VLM in metric spatial cues and physically feasible motion.
When ego status is available, KEPT converts these advantages into simultaneous accuracy and safety
improvements, indicating better long-horizon stability rather than early-horizon over-fitting. Overall,
Table 2 evidences that KEPT is a strong, data-efficient VLM planner that advances various baselines

across protocols while remaining lightweight enough for practical deployment.
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L2 (m)) Collision (%)

Methods

Is 2s 3s Avg. 1s 2s 3s Avg.
FF Hu et al. (2021b) 0.55 1.20 2.54 143 0.06 0.17 1.07 0.43
EO Khurana et al. (2022) 0.67 136 278 1.60 0.04 0.09 0.88 0.33
ST-P3" Hu et al. (2022b) 1.72 326 4.86 328 0.44 1.08 3.01 1.51
OccNet™ Ahmed et al. (2023) 1.29 2.13 299 2.14 0.21 059 1.37 0.72
UniAD' Hu et al. (2023) 048 096 1.65 1.03 0.05 0.17 0.71 0.31
VAD-Base Jiang et al. (2023a) 0.54 1.15 198 122 0.10 0.24 0.96 0.43

Drive-OccWorld" Yang et al. (2025b)  0.32 0.75 1.49 0.85 0.05 0.17 0.64 0.29
KEPT' (ours, on Qwen2-VL-2B) 0.23 0.63 1.23 0.70 0.05 0.14 0.44 0.21

ST-P3* Hu et al. (2022b) 1.33 2.11 290 2.11 0.23 0.62 1.27 0.71
UniAD* Hu et al. (2023) 044 0.67 096 0.69 0.04 0.08 0.23 0.12
VAD-Base* Jiang et al. (2023a) 041 0.70 1.05 0.72 0.07 0.17 0.41 0.22

Drive-OccWorld* Yang et al. (2025b)  0.25 044 0.72 047 0.03 0.08 022 0.11
KEPT* (ours, on Qwen2-VL-2B) 0.17 0.35 0.59 037 0.03 0.10 0.34 0.16

GPT-Driver™" Mao et al. (2023) 0.27 0.74 152 084 0.07 0.15 1.10 034
RDA-Driver™" Huang et al. (2024b) 023 0.73 1.54 0.80 0.00 0.13 0.83 0.32
DME-Driver™" Han et al. (2025) 043 091 1.58 097 0.04 0.14 0.64 0.27
VLP"" Pan et al. (2024) 0.36 0.68 1.19 0.74 0.03 0.12 0.32 0.16
KEPT™" (ours, on Qwen2-VL-2B)  0.19 0.52 1.12 0.61 0.02 0.11 0.29 0.14
UniAD%" Hu et al. (2023) 0.20 0.42 0.75 046 0.02 025 0.84 0.37
VAD-Base®" Jiang et al. (20232) 0.17 034 0.60 0.37 0.04 027 0.67 033
GPT-Drivert" Mao et al. (2023) 0.20 0.40 0.70 0.44 0.04 0.12 036 0.17
RDA-Driver®” Huang et al. (2024b) ~ 0.17 0.37 0.69 0.40 0.01 0.05 0.26 0.10
BEV-Planner®" Li et al. (2024) 0.16 0.32 0.57 035 0.00 0.29 0.73 0.34
VLP+" Pan et al. (2024) 0.30 0.53 0.84 0.55 0.01 0.07 0.38 0.15
DriveVLM*"* Tian et al. (2025) 0.18 034 0.68 0.40 0.10 0.22 0.45 0.27

OmniDrive™" Wang et al. (20252) 0.14 0.29 0.55 0.33 0.00 0.13 0.78 0.30
Drive-OccWorld*" Yang et al. (2025b) 0.17 0.31 0.49 0.32 0.02 0.24 0.62 0.29
KEPT*" (ours, on Qwen2-VL-2B)  0.14 0.28 0.51 0.31 0.01 0.06 0.13 0.07

Table 2 Performance comparison with representative published baselines and our KEPT. Results from preprints
are excluded. | indicates "lower is better”. T denotes the NoAvg protocol (UniAD evaluation), I represents the

TemAvg protocol (ST-P3 evaluation), and * indicates the use of ego status as inputs.
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4.3 Ablation Studies

4.3.1 Ablation Study on Fine-Tuning Stages

Fine-Tuning Stages Ego Status L2 (m)| ‘ Collision (%)
Stage A Stage B Stage C Current (v,a,yaw) | 1s 2s 3s Avg.| Is 2s 3s Avg.
X v v X 0.23 0.65 1.40 0.76 |0.15 0.39 0.89 048
v X v X 023 0.69 141 0.78 |0.13 0.42 093 0.49
v v v X 0.23 0.64 1.25 0.71 | 0.06 0.16 0.51 0.24
X v v v 023 0.64 139 0.75|0.14 0.37 0.83 045
v X v v 022 0.66 136 0.75]0.11 044 0.97 0.51
v v v v 0.21 0.56 1.13 0.63|0.03 0.13 0.31 0.16

Table 3 Ablation study on fine-tuning stages. Only the NoAvg protocol is adopted. | indicates lower is better.

The Top-K value of RAG is set to 1 accordingly.

We evaluate the contribution of the three fine-tuning stages by toggling Stage A and Stage B while
keeping Stage C active, and report results under two usage modes, namely without and with ego status,
using the NoAvg protocol (Top-K=1 for RAG). The numerical results are listed in Table 3. As mentioned
in Section 3.4, Stage A strengthens spatial perception from multi-camera inputs, Stage B introduces
trajectory-supervised motion reasoning, and Stage C jointly optimizes spatiotemporal planning on front-

view sequences.

(i) Without ego status. Activating A+B+C gives the best accuracy and safety with an average L2 of
0.71m and an average collision rate of 0.24%. Disabling Stage A increases Avg L2 to 0.76m and doubles
collisions to 0.48%, while disabling Stage B further raises Avg L2 to 0.78m with 0.49% collisions. The
largest gains appear at longer horizons: 3s L2 drops from 1.40-1.41m (w/o A or w/o B) to 1.25m with
all stages, while 1s L2 remains similar at 0.23m, indicating that the synergy of A and B mainly benefits

long-horizon stability.

(ii) With ego status. The ordering is unchanged and the margins widen. A+B+C achieves 0.63m L2
and 0.16% collisions, whereas removing Stage A or Stage B yields 0.75m Avg L2 with 0.45% and 0.51%
collisions, respectively. Improvements again concentrate at longer horizons (3s L2 from 1.39/1.36 m to

1.13m, 2s L2 from 0.64/0.66 m to 0.56 m), while short-horizon differences are small.
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Across both usage modes, the joint presence of Stage A and Stage B (on top of Stage C) is
essential: removing either stage degrades long-horizon displacement and substantially elevates collision
risk, whereas A+B+C consistently provides the most accurate and safest trajectories. This matches the
design intent in Section 3.4: Stage A improves metric spatial grounding, Stage B injects physically feasible

motion priors, and Stage C consolidates them for temporally coherent planning.

4.3.2 Ablation Study on the Top-K Value of RAG

L2 (m)] Collision (%),
Is 2s 3s Avg. Is 2s 3s Avg.
Top-0 (w/o RAG) 0.24 0.66 1.30 0.73 0.06 0.18 0.55 0.26

Top-K Retrieval

Top-1 0.23 0.64 1.25 0.71 0.06 0.16 0.51 0.24
Top-2 0.23 0.63 1.23 0.70 0.05 0.14 0.44 0.21
Top-3 0.25 0.68 1.27 0.73 0.07 0.19 0.59 0.28
Top-4 0.31 0.78 1.41 0.83 0.09 0.23 0.74 0.35
Top-0" (w/o RAG) 0.21 0.58 1.15 0.65 0.05 0.15 0.38 0.19
Top-1" 0.21 0.56 1.13 0.63 0.03 0.13 0.31 0.16
Top-2° 0.19 0.52 1.12 0.61 0.02 0.11 0.29 0.14
Top-3" 0.22 0.58 1.17 0.66 0.07 0.19 0.44 0.23
Top-4" 0.24 0.62 1.26 0.71 0.08 0.21 0.53 0.27

Table 4 Ablation study on the top-K value of RAG. | indicates lower is better. * indicates the use of ego status
as inputs. Only the NoAvg protocol is adopted. | indicates lower is better. All VLMs used in this ablation study are

fine-tuned through the same triple-stage training process.

Table 4 examines how many retrieved evidences (K) to feed into the CoI-guided planner under
the NoAvg protocol. All variants share the same triple-stage fine-tuning to isolate the effect of retrieval
depth. Consistent with our embedding-retrieval design in Section 3.3 and CoT integration in Section
3.5, performance forms a concave curve: modest K supplies complementary priors, whereas larger K

introduces distractors that dilute reasoning.

(i) Without ego status. Moving from Top-0 (no retrieval) to Top-2 reduces average L.2 from 0.73m

to 0.70m, and average collisions from 0.26% to 0.21%, with the largest gains at the 3s horizon (L2 from
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1.30m to 1.23m, collision rate from 0.55% to 0.44%). Increasing K beyond 2 reverses the trend, indicating

over-retrieval noise.

(ii) With ego status. The ordering remains the same and margins widen slightly: Top-2* achieves
0.61m Avg L2 and 0.14% Avg collisions, improving over Top-0* (0.65m Avg L2 and 0.19% Avg collisions)
by approximately 6% and 26%, respectively, and long-horizon metrics also benefit (L2 from 1.15m to

1.12m, collision rate from 0.38% to 0.29%). Larger K hurts again.

A small but non-trivial retrieval set is optimal for our pipeline: K = 2 consistently offers the best
accuracy-safety trade-off across usage modes, aligning with the intent of Section 3.3 and Section 3.5, to
inject just enough scene-aligned evidence for the CoTl planner without overwhelming it with off-topic

neighbors. Therefore, we adopt Top-2 as the default for all main results.

4.3.3 Ablation Study on Different Retrieval Strategies

Retrieval Strategy Top-1 Avg. Top-2 Avg. Top-3 Avg. Top-4 Avg. Top-5 Avg. Overall Avg.

Simple Search 0.766 0.783 0.748 0.796 0.756 0.770
k-means only 0.162 0.159 0.149 0.150 0.150 0.154
HNSW only 0.032 0.033 0.031 0.032 0.034 0.032
k-means & HNSW  0.014 0.014 0.015 0.013 0.014 0.014

Table 5 Ablation study on the retrieval time (ms) of different retrieval strategies. * uses ego status as inputs. Only

the NoAvg protocol is adopted.

To assess the effectiveness of our retrieval strategy, we conduct a ablation study among the proposed
k-means & HNSW pipeline, a basic similarity-based search, search with k-means clustering only, and
standard HNSW. As clustering and HNSW indexing contribute little to retrieval accuracy but substantially
accelerate retrieval, we focus on evaluating their impact through efficiency metrics. Specifically, in this
ablation study, we report the average time required to retrieve results for a single test scene sequence as

the primary indicator of retrieval performance.

For every retrieval strategy, we perform evaluations with Top-K set to 1 through 5. The final
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performance metric is computed as the arithmetic mean over these Top-K results, providing a balanced
assessment of retrieval speed across different thresholds. As detailed in Table 5, although simple cosine
similarity search achieves millisecond-level performance even over a database of near 10,000 scene
embeddings, applying k-means clustering reduces the average query latency to approximately O.lms.
Replacing exhaustive search with HNSW yields a further improvement, reducing the retrieval time to
about 0.03ms. Our proposed k-means & HNSW retrieval strategy achieves the best performance, bringing
the average per-query retrieval time down to 0.014ms. All retrieval operations are executed on a single

CPU (Intel 17-13700) with no GPU acceleration.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce KEPT (Knowledge-Enhanced Prediction of Trajectories), a retrieval-
augmented vision-language model (VLM) framework for short-horizon trajectory prediction from con-
secutive driving frames. KEPT couples a temporal frequency-spatial fusion (TFSF) encoder for robust,
motion-aware embeddings, a scalable k-means+HNSW retrieval stack, chain-of-thought (CoT’) prompting
tailored to planning constraints, and a triple-stage fine-tuning recipe that progressively grounds the VLM

in metric spatial cues, physically feasible motion, and temporally coherent front-view planning.

Comprehensive experiments on nuScenes dataset demonstrate that KEPT advances various baseline
methods across open-loop protocols. Under NoAvg, KEPT attains markedly lower displacement errors
and collision rates than recent modular and VLM-based planners; under TemAvg, it remains competitive
without ego priors and achieves the strongest overall accuracy-safety trade-off when lightweight ego status
is available. Ablation studies clarify why KEPT works: (i) Stages A+B+C are complementary, removing
either spatial grounding or trajectory-supervised motion reasoning disproportionately harms long-horizon
stability and safety; and (ii) a small retrieval set is optimal, since Top-2 retrieved exemplars consistently
provide the best balance between informative priors and distraction noise, aligning with our CoT design.
Finally, we show that clustered HNSW indexing offers sub-millisecond-level retrieval latency, supporting

practical deployment.

Despite the gains, KEPT has several limitations. Our retrieval priors are built from nuScenes-like
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distributions; coverage and clustering granularity bound performance, and long-tail or out-of-domain
scenes (e.g., extreme weather, unusual road rules) may yield suboptimal priors. The TFSF encoder cur-
rently uses seven 2 Hz front-view frames and predicts short horizons; richer sensors and longer temporal
context could improve stability. CoT prompting adds variability and modest latency, and our constraint
set is partly hand-crafted. Finally, we report open-loop metrics; closed-loop, real-time evaluations on a

vehicle are required to verify safety and robustness.

Future work will therefore (i) extend KEPT to multi-sensor inputs and cross-city generalization with
domain adaptation, (ii) develop active and safety-aware retrieval that updates the knowledge base on-the-
fly, and (iii) integrate uncertainty estimation and formal safety monitoring to further reduce rare-event
risk. We believe these directions, together with the lightweight nature of the Qwen-series backbones used
here, make KEPT a promising foundation for trustworthy, interpretable, and scalable VLM planning in

autonomous driving.
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