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ABSTRACT

This paper introduces BEV-VLM, a novel framework for tra-
jectory planning in autonomous driving that leverages Vision-
Language Models (VLMs) with Bird’s-Eye View (BEV) fea-
ture maps as visual inputs. Unlike conventional approaches
that rely solely on raw visual data such as camera images,
our method utilizes highly compressed and informative BEV
representations, which are generated by fusing multi-modal
sensor data (e.g., camera and LiDAR) and aligning them with
HD Maps. This unified BEV-HD Map format provides a ge-
ometrically consistent and rich scene description, enabling
VLMs to perform accurate trajectory planning. Experimental
results on the nuScenes dataset demonstrate 44.8% improve-
ments in planning accuracy and complete collision avoidance.
Our work highlights that VLMs can effectively interpret pro-
cessed visual representations like BEV features, expanding
their applicability beyond raw images in trajectory planning.

Index Terms— Autonomous Driving, Vision-Language
Model, Multi-Modal Learning

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the pursuit of advanced autonomous driving
(AD) has attracted extensive attention, with Vision-Language
Models (VLMs) emerging as a promising pathway, owing to
their inherent cognitive capabilities from pre-training that en-
able effective application in real-world scenarios. While ex-
isting research has demonstrated the feasibility and reliabil-
ity of using VLMs for path planning by feeding visual cam-
era images, these approaches suffer from two key limitations:
they rely solely on camera data and thus lack integration with
other modalities, such as LiDAR point clouds, and they fail
to explore VLMs’ potential for planning based on Bird’s-Eye
View (BEV) features.

To address these gaps, this work avoids the direct use
of raw visual signals (e.g., camera images) as VLM inputs.
Instead, we leverage pre-trained sensor-to-BEV feature mod-
els (e.g., BEVFusion [1], LSS [2]) and standard feature map
generation techniques to preprocess multi-modal sensor data.
This process produces highly compressed yet information-
dense BEV feature maps, which offer three critical advan-

tages: they condense key driving environment information
into a single representation, reducing computational over-
head; provide a unified space for multi-sensor fusion that
accommodates sensors with different intrinsic and extrinsic
parameters; and exhibit geometric consistency with readily
available high-definition maps (HD Maps). After aligning
BEV features with HD Maps based on local position, we ren-
der the latter onto the former to form a unified BEV-HD Map,
and this integration incorporates road topological structure
information, enabling VLMs to perform more accurate tra-
jectory planning. We formulate our contributions as follows:

• We present a novel perspective for applying VLMs to
AD, in which preprocessed BEV feature maps are vi-
sualized and fed into the model, serving as a summary
of current driving scenarios. Beyond raw visual images
(such as camera images), BEV feature maps can also
serve as visual inputs for VLMs.

• Based on this highly compressed yet powerful scene
representation, we enable compatibility with diverse
sensor configurations while achieving fusion with local
HD Maps, and this is accomplished without compro-
mising the inference performance of the downstream
planning module.

2. RELATED WORKS

BEV features have fully demonstrated their capability in rep-
resenting spatiotemporal scenes. Works such as BEVFusion
and BEVFormer [3] derive BEV features by extracting infor-
mation from multi-sensor data, achieving strong performance
in perception tasks. BEVerse [4] further extends the applica-
tion of BEV features to trajectory planning, validating their
applicability in this domain.

In end-to-end autonomous driving methods, the BEV rep-
resentation remains widely adopted in numerous works. ST-
P3 [5] addresses tasks like depth estimation and BEV seg-
mentation by leveraging enhanced spatiotemporal BEV fea-
tures. UniAD [6] employs a unified BEV representation to
support multiple downstream tasks, including object detec-
tion and trajectory prediction. VAD [7, 8], by contrast, con-
verts BEV features into structured vectorized representations

ar
X

iv
:2

50
9.

25
24

9v
1 

 [
cs

.R
O

] 
 2

7 
Se

p 
20

25

https://arxiv.org/abs/2509.25249v1


Fig. 1. Overall Architecture of BEV-VLM BEV-VLM encompasses two core modules. First, it acquires BEV features via pre-
trained models, then fuses these BEV features with HD Maps to produce detailed scene descriptions. Second, the framework
feeds these generated scene descriptions into VLM, leveraging the capabilities of model to execute trajectory prediction tasks.

via a Transformer decoder. This enables BEV information to
directly contribute to planning, with vectorization constraints
further enhancing safety.

Large models, with their excellent reasoning capabilities
and rich commonsense, are gradually playing an increas-
ingly important role in autonomous driving tasks. Drive-
with-LLMs [9] generates future trajectory plans by feeding
perception information in the latent space to large models.
DriveGPT4 [10] obtains trajectory predictions by feeding
video information from the foreground perspective to large
models. Senna [11], on the other hand, feeds image in-
formation from the surrounding surround-view cameras to
large models. All the above and other examples have proven
the reliability of large models in trajectory prediction when
provided with the aforementioned types of information. How-
ever, there is still a lack of research directly targeting BEV
features for trajectory prediction.

3. METHODOLOGY

This work leverages VLM for trajectory planning based on
the BEV feature representation of autonomous driving sce-
narios, demonstrating that VLM can utilize the rich percep-
tual information in BEV features for trajectory planning; the
whole process is shown in Figure 1. First, we obtain BEV
features using pre-trained BEV perception models, then com-
bine the visualized BEV feature map with HD Map to form a
description of the environment around the ego-vehicle. Next,
the combined maps are directly fed into the VLM, which is
used to generate trajectory planning.

3.1. Scenario Description

In existing methods that use VLMs for trajectory planning,
visual inputs are mostly raw data such as images or videos.
However, these raw data contain excessive irrelevant infor-
mation for driving tasks. Furthermore, inputting data from

multiple perspectives, such as the multi-camera views com-
monly adopted in autonomous driving systems, increases the
computational overhead of VLMs, as the model must addi-
tionally process and align visual signals from distinct angles.
In contrast, this paper uses maps formed by combining visual-
ized BEV feature maps and HD Maps as an efficient scenario
description for input.

Regarding the generation of the BEV-HD Map, first, we
use the pre-trained BEVFusion [1] model to extract image and
point cloud features from the input raw camera images and
LiDAR point clouds of the current frame. These features are
then fused via a feature fusion module to produce the BEV
fusion feature. Then we employ PCA dimensionality reduc-
tion to obtain visualized BEV feature maps. Next, the HD
Map is cropped based on the ego-vehicle’s position in the cur-
rent frame, yielding an aligned HD Map centered at the ego-
vehicle and sharing the same spatial extent and orientation as
the BEV fusion feature. Finally, the HD Map is superimposed
onto the BEV fusion feature to generate the BEV-HD Map.

As a comprehensive description of the surrounding driv-
ing scene, BEV features preserve key information about the
driving environment while filtering out data irrelevant to driv-
ing tasks. This characteristic not only significantly reduces
information dimensionality but also improves subsequent
computational efficiency. Meanwhile, the BEV representa-
tion serves as a unified fusion space for multimodal data,
which not only addresses the limitation that VLMs cannot di-
rectly leverage information from sources like LiDAR but also
enables VLMs to achieve direct fusion of diverse modalities
such as multi-sensor data and HD maps. Therefore, this paper
selects visualized BEV features as core inputs for VLM.

3.2. Trajectory Planning

The BEV scene description is first integrated into the prompt
for trajectory planning. Since the visualized BEV features
already contain sufficient driving-related perception informa-
tion, our driving-specific prompt does not include additional



(a) Turn Left (b) Go Straight (c) Prevent Collision (d) Follow Car in Front (e) Turn Right

Fig. 2. Cross-Column Visualization of Trajectories Several different scenarios are displayed, including turn left, go straight,
turn right, and more driving actions. Green denotes the predicted trajectories, while orange denotes the ground truth trajectories.

descriptions of the driving scenario or complex driving in-
structions. Its core function is twofold: it merely informs the
VLM that the input data is a BEV-HD Map, and explicitly in-
structs the VLM to generate the trajectory for the upcoming
moment based on this BEV-HD Map input.

When predicting the trajectory for the next step, we use
the actual trajectory of the next moment in the physical world
as the supervision signal to ensure prediction accuracy. The
trajectory prediction process is designed as follows: we first
convert the future trajectory prediction task into the prediction
of future driving waypoint tokens; then, we autoregressively
generate waypoint tokens corresponding to future steps; fi-
nally, we decode these waypoint tokens into a coordinate for-
mat via the decoder to obtain the final trajectory coordinates.
Specifically, we design the model to predict the next six way-
point tokens, where each token maps to a 0.5s time step, and
collectively these tokens correspond to a prediction horizon
spanning 3s.

4. EXPERIMENTS

4.1. Experimental Settings

Datasets. In this work, we train our model on the train
split of the nuScenes [12] dataset and evaluate it on the val
split. The whole dataset, comprising over 1, 000 driving
scenes each lasting approximately 20 seconds, provides a di-
verse range of sensor data, including surround-view imagery,
LiDAR point clouds, and more. It also offers rich annota-
tions, such as 3D bounding boxes, ego-vehicle trajectories,
and road topology maps, all of which support comprehensive
model training and evaluation for autonomous driving tasks.

(a) BEV Map (b) HD Map (c) BEV-HD Map

Fig. 3. From left to right, this figure show the visualized BEV
Feature Map, the spatially aligned HD Map, and the BEV-HD
Map with precise overlay rendering.

Foundation Model. We adopt Qwen2.5-VL-3B/7B [13]
from the Qwen-family as the foundation model for this work.
Prepocessing. Data preprocessing, including prompt design
and ground truth trajectory extraction, proceeds as follows:
LiDAR data, images, and fused BEV features, which cover a
spatial range of ±50m in both x, y directions, are extracted
from nuScenes through the pretrained BEVFusion, and then
converted to the visualized RGB format through dimensional-
ity reduction. VLM prompts include these images and prede-
fined driving-related questions. Ground truth trajectories for
training and evaluation are derived from nuScenes by com-
puting ego-vehicle position differences between the current
and subsequent frames.
Metrics. For trajectory planning, we employ mainstream L2
displacement error and collision rate as evaluation metrics.
L2avg refers to displacement error under the ST-P3 standard,
while L2max refers to displacement error under the UniAD
standard.

4.2. Main Results

Table 1 presents the performance of BEV-VLM in trajec-
tory planning, compared with baseline methods. It can be
observed that among all competitors, BEV-VLM, based on
Qwen2.5-VL-7B achieves the best performance, and it also
ranks as the top performer among our two models. The first-
person perspective visualization results are presented in Fig-
ure 2. We attribute this performance advantage to the core
VLM’s ability to fully understand the information contained
in the BEV-HD Map. We also note that models with larger
parameter sizes seem to have a higher upper limit for under-
standing BEV feature maps.

Compared with the state-of-the-art vision-only model, the
results of our proposed BEV-VLM have achieved a 44.8%
decrease in terms of displacement error. Under the ST-P3 [5]
standard, we achieved complete collision avoidance for all 3s
future time horizons. These results indicate that the VLM
can well comprehend the scene information contained in the
BEV-HD Map, thus verifying the effectiveness and reliability
of our method.

A notable finding in our best-performing model is the ab-
sence of significant error accumulation as the time horizon
increases. In some cases, we even observe a decrease in error
at later time steps. We hypothesize that this robustness stems



Table 1. Main results. Note that our inputs include surround-view vision, LiDAR, and HD Maps. Pre-trained weights are
obtained from ModelScope Platform. The Avg. column denotes the average of the first three seconds. In the following table,
EMMA+ leverages large-scale additional internal datasets for pre-training. In contrast to the other models that rely solely on
pure visual information, our approach incorporates fused LiDAR-camera BEV features along with HD Maps.

Model L2avg (m) ↓ L2max (m) ↓ Collision rate (%) ↓
1s 2s 3s Avg. 1s 2s 3s Avg. 1s 2s 3s Avg.

ST-P3 [5] 1.33 2.11 2.90 2.11 – – – – 0.44 1.08 3.01 1.51
UniAD [6] 0.42 0.64 0.91 0.66 0.48 0.96 1.65 1.03 0.05 0.17 0.71 0.31
VAD [7] 0.41 0.70 1.05 0.72 – – – – 0.07 0.17 0.41 0.22

Senna [11] 0.26 0.42 0.61 0.43 – – – – 0.04 0.08 0.13 0.08

EMMA [14] 0.14 0.29 0.54 0.32 – – – – - - - -
EMMA+ [14] 0.13 0.27 0.48 0.29 – – – – - - - -

BEV-VLM Qwen2.5-VL-3B 0.14 0.44 0.50 0.36 0.24 0.65 0.99 0.63 0.02 0.04 0.10 0.05
Qwen2.5-VL-7B 0.13 0.16 0.16 0.15 0.13 0.16 0.18 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

from the fundamental advantages of BEV representation.

Unlike sequential, first-person view predictions where er-
rors can compound autoregressively, the BEV format pro-
vides a holistic, top-down view of the surrounding environ-
ment. This transforms the planning task from a step-by-step
prediction into a more globally-aware path selection problem.
By conditioning the entire trajectory on a unified spatial con-
text, the BEV representation effectively decouples the way-
points in time to some extent. Each waypoint is thus gener-
ated not just based on the previous one, but as part of a co-
herent, globally optimal trajectory. This inherent decoupling
is crucial for mitigating the compounding error problem that
typically plagues sequential forecasting models.

4.3. Ablation Study

We further explored the results of rendering additional ele-
ments on the BEV feature map, including the bounding boxes
of other traffic participants that are projected onto BEV maps,
as well as the results obtained without HD Maps.

Table 2 presents the results of the ablation experiments. It
can be observed that the BEV feature map conveys substan-
tial information about driving scenarios and plays a crucial
role. Additionally, HD Maps provide detailed information
pertaining to the drivable area in the current scenario, such
as lane line data, which further improves trajectory planning
performance. However, rendering additional bounding boxes
on the BEV feature map does not yield further performance
improvements. We attribute this, in part, to the small pixel
resolution of the BEV feature map. In this work, the BEV
feature map has dimensions of 180 × 180. When bounding
boxes are rendered onto the BEV feature map, they become
distorted and fail to preserve their original spatial structure,
thereby introducing erroneous accumulation.

5. FUTURE WORK

While this study has verified the effectiveness of our BEV-HD
Map and VLM-based trajectory planning framework, there is
still room for further optimization. Future research may focus
on the following key directions:

• We plan to incorporate more accessible datasets into the
training process to obtain richer expert driving trajecto-
ries. This will help the model learn more comprehen-
sive driving patterns and improve its generalization to
diverse real-world scenarios.

• In the current work, we employ BEVFusion as the BEV
encoder. In future work, we intend to adopt the state-of-
the-art BEV encoding architectures, aiming to acquire
more robust global representations of sensor data.

• We will attempt to develop a unified VLM tailored to
the BEV features. Given that different vehicle models
are equipped with varying sensor combinations, we
believe this design can avoid the need to retrain the
model when dealing with different combinations of
BEV-related modalities, which in turn will simplify the
deployment of the model and thus improve its overall
deployability and adaptability.

6. CONCLUSION

In this work, we explore a novel trajectory planning approach
that leverages the reasoning capabilities of VLMs using com-
prehensive BEV representations, and demonstrate that it out-
performs the state-of-the-art vision-only methods. This ap-
proach offers two key advantages: First, it inherently aligns
with the sequential nature of autoregressive waypoint gen-
eration in driving scenarios, and thereby achieves excellent
performance. Second, it utilizes a unified representation to



Table 2. Ablations of different visual input. This table presents a comparison of different visual input modalities including
visualized BEV features, BEV-HD Map, and BEV feature map with bounding boxes using Qwen2.5-VL-7B.

Input Features L2avg(m) ↓ Collision (%) ↓
BEV feature map HD map Bounding Box 1s 2s 3s Avg. 1s 2s 3s Avg.

✓ 0.10 0.27 0.45 0.27 0.02 0.06 0.20 0.09
✓ ✓ 0.13 0.16 0.16 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
✓ ✓ 0.48 0.60 0.81 0.63 0.02 0.12 0.34 0.16

seamlessly integrate the available multimodal input, includ-
ing camera, LiDAR, and HD Maps data.
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