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Abstract

Striking a balance between precision and efficiency
presents a prominent challenge in the bird’s-eye-view (BEV)
3D object detection. Although previous camera-based BEV
methods achieved remarkable performance by incorporat-
ing long-term temporal information, most of them still face
the problem of low efficiency. One potential solution is
knowledge distillation. Existing distillation methods only
focus on reconstructing spatial features, while overlooking
temporal knowledge. To this end, we propose TempDis-
tiller, a Temporal knowledge Distiller, to acquire long-term
memory from a teacher detector when provided with a lim-
ited number of frames. Specifically, a reconstruction tar-
get is formulated by integrating long-term temporal knowl-
edge through self-attention operation applied to the feature
of teachers. Subsequently, novel features are generated for
masked student features via a generator. Ultimately, we
utilize this reconstruction target to reconstruct the student
features. In addition, we also explore temporal relational
knowledge when inputting full frames for the student model.
We verify the effectiveness of the proposed method on the
nuScenes benchmark. The experimental results show our
method obtain an enhancement of +1.6 mAP and +1.1 NDS
compared to the baseline, a speed improvement of approx-
imately 6 FPS after compressing temporal knowledge, and
the most accurate velocity estimation.

1. Introduction

Camera-based 3D object detection has attracted much
attention in autonomous driving due to its low deploy-
ment cost and rich visual information. Recently, bird’s-
eye-view (BEV) detection achieves promising performance
by incorporating temporal information [6, 9, 15, 16, 18–
20, 23, 25, 29, 33]. However, achieving a balance between
accuracy and efficiency remains a significant challenge in
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Figure 1. Overview of masked feature reconstruction. (a) Random
masks are generated on student features. Then spatial features are
recovered from the teacher. (b) Instance masks are introduced to
filter foreground areas. Random masks are then generated within
these specific areas and student features are reconstructed from the
teacher. (c) The proposed temporal feature reconstruction is based
on sparse BEV representation. The reconstruction target involves
temporal aggregated features derived from a teacher model, facili-
tating the acquisition of long-term temporal knowledge by student
features.

BEV detection. One potential solution involves employing
knowledge distillation to enhance the performance of com-
pact detectors. General 2D distillation techniques [27, 35]
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can be easily adapted to 3D detection. Specifically tai-
lored for 3D detection, FD3D [36] first presents a focal dis-
tiller to capture local knowledge within foreground areas.
Distilling in the camera-only setting avoids modality align-
ment and heterogeneous problems from different modali-
ties, which is caused by LiDAR-based knowledge distilla-
tion [14, 21, 32, 38].

Although these distillation methods and temporal fusion
methods are effective, we discover they are still problematic
in three aspects. (i) The distillation methods [27, 35, 36]
primarily concentrate on spatial information while neglect-
ing temporal knowledge. (ii) [9, 15, 23] lack the ability for
long-term memory and [18, 20, 25] increase computational
complexity when handling multiple frames concurrently in
a parallel temporal fusion paradigm. To alleviate the is-
sues, [6, 19, 29] aggregate temporal features in a sequential
paradigm. However, we argue that such methods may suffer
from temporal knowledge forgetting. (iii) Dense BEV rep-
resentation [9, 10, 15, 16, 25, 33] leads to high computation
overhead, while sparse BEV representation [18, 20, 23] is
still affected by the aforementioned second problem.

Given the aforementioned problems, we provide a novel
perspective to process temporal information in sparse
BEV space through knowledge distillation. Our proposed
method, termed TempDistiller, is a temporal knowledge dis-
tiller based on masked feature reconstruction. The core idea
of masked feature reconstruction refers to leveraging par-
tial pixels from a student model to reconstruct the complete
features, guided by a teacher model. Such a reconstruction
paradigm aims to help the student to achieve better repre-
sentation. As illustrated in Fig. 1 (a) and (b), previous
feature reconstruction methods [11, 35, 36] only recover
spatial features. Different from them, we focus on recon-
structing temporal knowledge for student features. In Fig.
1 (c), we construct a reconstruction objective by aggregat-
ing long-term temporal knowledge through a self-attention
operation applied to teacher features. Then we introduce
random masks to student features and generate new fea-
tures by a generator. Finally, we reconstruct the student fea-
tures based on the reconstruction objective. This design en-
ables the student detector to assimilate long-term temporal
knowledge without causing additional computational over-
head during inference.

In addition, we empirically observe that when the num-
ber of input frames for the student matches that of the
teacher, the effect of temporal feature reconstruction is
minimal. Given that the student model inherently learns
long-term temporal information from multiple frames, the
knowledge provided by temporal feature reconstruction
reaches a point of saturation. In response, we shift our fo-
cus to exploring temporal relational distillation as a com-
plementary technique. This method is adept at capturing
the similarity of objects across frames, particularly with re-

spect to moving objects, thereby playing a crucial role in
enhancing velocity estimation.

In summary, our contributions can be described as

• To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work to
transfer temporal knowledge on 3D object detection. We
explore how to learn temporal knowledge and its rela-
tional information.

• We provide a novel view to process long-term temporal
fusion with knowledge distillation. Even with a reduced
number of input frames, our method allows a student
detector to glean long-term temporal knowledge from a
teacher detector through temporal feature reconstruction.

• The proposed method shows a performance improvement
of 1.6 mAP and 1.1 NDS compared to the baseline and an
inference speed improvement of about 6 FPS after reduc-
ing the number of input frames. Moreover, we achieve
the most accurate velocity estimation. From the quali-
tative results, we also improve the detection of occluded
and distant objects.

2. Related Work

2.1. Surround-view 3D Object Detection in BEV

Recently, surround-view camera-based 3D object detec-
tion has achieved significant success with bird’s eye view
(BEV) representation. For instance, Lift-Splat-Shoot (LSS)
[26] transforms multi-view 2D image features into 3D space
based on depth estimation. Building upon LSS, BEVDet
series [9, 10, 15] further elevate performance by intro-
ducing data augmentation, temporal fusion, and LiDAR-
derived depth ground truth. Different from 2D-to-3D back-
projection methods, BEVFormer [16] constructs a dense
BEV space to sample multi-view 2D features using a de-
formable attention mechanism. Inspired by DETR [2],
DETR3D [31] initializes a set of 3D queries instead of
dense BEV queries to explore a sparse BEV representa-
tion. However, the performance is compromised if pro-
jecting 3D query points to 2D space for sampling camera
features with a fixed local receptive field. To address this
issue, PETR series [22, 23] leverage global attention to ex-
pand the receptive field. Despite the remarkable progress
achieved by the aforementioned approaches, they still entail
substantial computational burdens. Consequently, Sparse-
BEV [20] presents a fully sparse detector with a scale-
adaptive receptive field for a better trade-off between ac-
curacy and speed. Nevertheless, SparseBEV still suffers
from slowdowns when processing longer frames. To handle
this issue, an intuitive way is to harness knowledge distilla-
tion (KD). In this paper, we delve into temporal knowledge
within sparse BEV representation.

2



Partial Frames

Full Frames

Masking

Multi-camera Videos Backbone & FPN Perspective View

SSA

S&T Sampling

S&T Sampling ...

Sampled Features

𝒕𝟏 𝒕𝟐 𝒕𝒏

Cls & Reg

Cls & Reg

Scaled Dot-Product 
Attention

Scaled Dot-Product 
Attention

𝑸𝒕𝟏𝑲𝒕𝒊𝑽𝒕𝟏

𝑸𝒕#𝑽𝒕𝒏

𝑸𝒕𝟏
# 𝑸𝒕𝒏

#

𝑭𝒕𝒊

Generator

TSA

Reconstruction

TFR

TFR

Student Detector

Teacher Detector SSA
Sparse Query

Query Features

Sampling Point

TSAS&T 
Decoder

S&T 
Decoder

MSETRD

Figure 2. Overall framework of TempDistiller. The proposed method aims to enable student detector to learn long-term temporal knowledge
from teacher detector, particular with fewer input frames. Taking the long-term temporal teacher features as the reconstruction objective,
we leverage temporal feature reconstruction (TFR) to force student detector to study enhanced representation of perspective features and
BEV features. Additionally, we explore temporal relational distillation (TRD) when the student detector is fed with full frames. Finally,
we impose constraints on the features after S&T (Spatio-Temporal) decoder by MSE (mean square error), which encourages the learning
of semantically rich spatio-temporal features. SSA refers to the spatial self-attention operation in [20].

2.2. Temporal Modeling

Integrating historical information, especially long-term
temporal knowledge is crucial in autonomous driving.
Mainstream temporal fusion mechanisms can be divided
into parallel temporal fusion [9, 15, 20, 23, 25, 33] and
sequential temporal fusion [6, 16, 19, 29]. Early works
[9, 15, 23] fuse short-term memory (2-4 frames), but their
performance is not satisfactory. To explore long-term tem-
poral fusion, SOLOFusion [25] utilizes 17 frames and
achieves outstanding performance. However, such parallel
temporal fusion methods commonly grapple with the chal-
lenge of balancing accuracy and efficiency. To alleviate this
problem, [6, 19, 29] carry out sequential temporal fusion
instead. They propagate historical features into the current
timestamp, largely accelerating the inference speed while
maintaining excellent performance. In this paper, we focus
on the parallel temporal fusion paradigm and approach the
problem from a novel perspective by compressing temporal
information through knowledge distillation.

2.3. Knowledge Distillation for Object Detection

Applying knowledge distillation [8] on 2D object de-
tection is a popular topic. Different from distilling global
features [3], several works emphasize the importance of re-
gion selection based on bounding boxes [4, 5, 30] and the
application of attentive masks on features [11, 37] to mit-
igate noise interference. FGD [34] effectively combines
both strategies, resulting in further performance enhance-
ments. From another perspective, masked feature recon-
struction has proved its effectiveness. Inspired by masked

image modeling, MGD [35] generates random masks on
student features, and then reconstructs them under the guid-
ance of teacher features. Huang et al. [11] generate attentive
masks instead of random masks for feature reconstruction.

For 3D object detection, most methods [14, 21, 32, 38]
focus on cross-modality knowledge distillation, aiming to
transfer LiDAR-based features to camera-based features.
Although these methods notably improve performance by
leveraging LiDAR’s real world modeling capabilities, align-
ing different modality poses a significant challenge, leading
to difficulties to process heterogeneous problem. To this
end, FD3D [36] first proposes camera-only distillation to re-
construct focal knowledge from imperfect teachers. We also
follow the setting of camera-only distillation in this study.
Previous masked feature construction methods only concern
about spatial knowledge, neglecting temporal knowledge
modeling. In this work, we undertake the reconstruction
of long-term temporal knowledge for the student model,
guided by the teacher model. This approach empowers the
student model with long-term memory even with a limited
number of input frames.

3. Method

Fig. 2 demonstrates the pipeline of TempDistiller. We
first describe the overall framework in Sec. 3.1. In Sec.
3.2, we depict an efficient query-based method for sparse
BEV representation. Then a temporal feature reconstruction
method is elaborated in Sec. 3.3. We further investigate
temporal relational knowledge in Sec. 3.4. Ultimately, we
introduce the overall loss in Sec. 3.5.
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3.1. Overall Framework

Incorporating multiple frames [9, 20, 23, 25] can offer
richer motion information, which greatly improves the de-
tection and velocity estimation performance for dynamic
objects. However, within the parallel temporal fusion
paradigm, we observe that an increasing in the number
of input frames leads to a reduction in inference speed,
whereas too few input frames result in decreased preci-
sion. Consequently, striking a balance between accuracy
and speed becomes challenging.

To tackle this challenge, we introduce TempDistiller, as
illustrated in Fig. 2, aiming to strike a better balance be-
tween precision and efficiency. The core components of
TempDistiller encompass the temporal feature reconstruc-
tion loss and temporal relational distillation loss. Bene-
fiting from them, one essential characteristic of TempDis-
tiller lies in its ability to capture long-term temporal mem-
ory even with a limited number of input frames. Another
notable attribute is the capacity to extract inter-frame rela-
tions. In our approach, we utilize a heavy BEV detector
as the teacher model and transfer temporal knowledge to a
lightweight student BEV detector. The teacher detector can
process a long sequence of frames, while the input frame
length for the student model is optional. During the distil-
lation stage, we freeze the teacher detector and retain the
original student architecture by removing any extra auxil-
iary layers post-training. Based on this, there is no addi-
tional computational overhead during the inference.

3.2. Sparse BEV Representation

Dense BEV representation introduces computational
complexity, despite attempts to alleviate it by leverag-
ing knowledge distillation on lightweight detectors [34].
Therefore, we turn to sparse BEV representation, fol-
lowing the approach outlined in [20, 31]. In this rep-
resentation, a sparse query is defined as a nine-tuple
Q = (x, y, z, w, l, h, θ, vx, vy), where (x, y, z) denotes the
query’s coordinate in the BEV space, while w, l, h represent
its width, length, and height, respectively. θ and (vx, vy) in-
dicate query’s rotation and velocity. The query set consists
of Nq queries, each associated with C-dim features. Ini-
tially, these query features are transmitted to the spatial self-
attention with a scalable receptive field [20]. Subsequently,
a set of 3D points generated by these queries are projected
onto the FPN feature maps to sample spatial features. The
resulting sampled features F ∈ RT×Nq×C aggregate multi-
view and multi-scale information for each frame, where T
denotes the number of frames. Note that before sampling,
the sparse query points are aligned to the features at the
current timestamp based on the ego-motion and velocity of
other dynamic objects. Following this, the sampled features
are added to the query features and proceed through a de-
coder for adaptive spatio-temporal feature decoding [20].

In our temporal knowledge distillation, we perform tempo-
ral feature reconstruction on both the sampled features F
and FPN features. Additionally, we explore inter-frame re-
lations via temporal relational distillation. Finally, we con-
duct feature alignment on the decoded features.

3.3. Temporal Feature Reconstruction

The sampled features rely on input from multiple frames,
necessitating the backbone and BEV encoder/decoder to
handle long temporal sequences. Disparate from it, we pro-
vide a novel view to transfer long-term memory via recon-
structing temporal knowledge. Initially, we randomly mask
a proportion of the student features. Then the student fea-
tures are recovered under the guidance of the teacher fea-
tures. To facilitate the acquisition of long-term temporal
knowledge by the student features, we aggregate the teacher
features with more frames through self-attention operations.

Specifically, we denote the student features and the
teacher features as Fstu ∈ RTstu×Nq×C and Ftea ∈
RTtea×Nq×C , respectively, where Ttea = Tstu + k, 8 >
k ≥ 0. Random mask is generated on Fstu with mask ratio
λ, which can be formulated as

Mi,t =

{
0, if Ri,t < λ

1, otherwise
, (1)

where Ri,t is a random number in (0, 1) and i indicates the
index of query. t denotes the t-th frame. Moreover, we
perform temporal self-attention (TSA) to aggregate teacher
temporal information. The sampled teacher features from
all frames serve as queries and values. The features from
the first Tstu frames are represented as keys, which align the
temporal sequence length with that of the student features.
Therefore, the aggregation of teacher temporal knowledge
can be formulated as

Ft
agg =

t+k∑
t1=1

TSA(Ft1
tea,Ft

tea,Ft1
tea), (2)

where TSA is based on the scaled dot-product attention op-
eration [28].

Once the reconstruction objective is established, we then
recover masked student features using a generation layer G:

F̂stu = G(Fstu ·M), (3)

where G is composed of two 1D 3× 3 convolutional layers
and one ReLU layer. Then the generated student features
F̂stu are reconstructed under the supervision of the teacher
temporally aggregated features Ft

agg using Mean Squared
Error (MSE). Thus the temporal reconstruction loss for
sparse BEV features can be represented as
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Lbev
rc =

1

N

Tstu∑
t=1

Nq∑
q=1

C∑
c=1

∥F̂
t,q,c

stu − Ft,q,c
agg ∥22, (4)

where N = Tstu ×Nq × C.
Moreover, the temporal feature reconstruction method is

not limited to BEV and can seamlessly extend to the per-
spective view (PV). To achieve this, we apply the temporal
feature reconstruction technique to the final layer features of
the FPN. As the spatial shape of feature maps in PV is two-
dimensional, the convolutional layers within G are modified
to 2D convolution. Similarly, the reconstruction loss for PV
can be formulated as

Lpv
rc =

1

N

Tstu∑
t=1

L∑
l=1

C∑
c=1

∥F̂
t,l,c

stu − Ft,l,c
agg ∥22, (5)

where L = H × W and N = Tstu × L × C. H and W
are the height and width of FPN features, respectively. For
the first three layers of the FPN, we employ spatial feature
reconstruction method like MGD [35].

In our experiments, we surprisingly find that reconstruct-
ing temporal features from a smaller teacher detector (uti-
lizing the ResNet50 backbone) can achieve comparable per-
formance compared to that of a larger teacher detector (em-
ploying the ResNet101 backbone). It precisely reveals the
effectiveness of our method in learning long-term temporal
knowledge, which does not rely on a stronger backbone.

3.4. Temporal Relational Distillation

When the number of input frames of the student model
is equal to that of the teacher model, we observe that the ef-
fectiveness of temporal feature reconstruction diminishes.
This occurrence might stem from the inherent capability of
the student model to capture long-term temporal informa-
tion adequately with the available frames, rendering tempo-
ral feature reconstruction less impactful. As an alternative,
we propose temporal relational distillation for this case (see
Fig. 3). This method computes feature similarity between
each frame to represent relational knowledge. Specifically,
given sparse query features Fi and Fj from the i-th frame

and the j-th frame, the feature similarity is represented as
Si,j = FiF⊤

j ∈ RN×C , where N = Nq ×Nq . It is particu-
larly useful for dynamic object detection, as moving objects
tend to show high responses in the similarity matrix. We
transfer such relational knowledge from the teacher model
to the student model using KL-divergence:

Ltrd =
1

N

N∑
n=1

KL(σ(
Si,j,n
stu

τ
)∥σ(S

i,j,n
tea

τ
)), (6)

where σ is softmax and τ is a temperature (set to 0.5).

3.5. Overall Distillation Loss

In addition to the aforementioned losses, we further con-
strain the decoded features D ∈ RNq×C by L2 loss:

Ldc =
1

N

Nq∑
q=1

C∑
c=1

∥Dq,c
stu −Dq,c

tea∥22, (7)

where N = Nq × C. The decoded features encapsulate
high-level spatio-temporal information, which is beneficial
for the student model to learn abstract knowledge. There-
fore, combining Eq. 4, Eq. 5, Eq. 6 and Eq. 7, the overall
distillation loss is formulated as

Ldist = α1Lbev
rc + α2Lpv

rc + α3Ldc + α4Ltrd, (8)

where α1, α2, α3 and α4 are loss weights to balance the
losses. α4 is set to 0 when inputting partial frames for
the student model, while for inputting full frames, α1 and
α2 are set to 0. In summary, we train the student model
with original classification and regression loss as well as
the overall distillation loss.

4. Experiments
4.1. Datasets and Metrics

A large-scale autonomous driving benchmark nuScenes
[1] is utilized to evaluate our approach. It comprises
700/150/150 scenes for training/validation/testing. Each
scene spans approximately 20 seconds, with annotations
available for keyframes at 0.5s intervals. The dataset cap-
tures frames using six cameras, providing a 360-degree field
of view. For 3D object detection, it includes 1.4M 3D
bounding boxes across 10 categories. Following the offi-
cial evaluation metrics, we report nuScenes detection score
(NDS), mean Average Precision (mAP), and five true pos-
itive (TP) metrics including ATE, ASE, AOE, AVE, and
AAE for measuring translation, scale, orientation, veloc-
ity and attributes respectively. The NDS combines mAP
and five TP metrics to provide a comprehensive evaluation
score.
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Method Backbone Frames NDS ↑ mAP ↑ mATE ↓ mASE ↓ mAOE ↓ mAVE ↓ mAAE ↓ FPS ↑
BEVDet ‡ [10] ResNet50 1 37.9 29.8 0.725 0.279 0.589 0.860 0.245 -
BEVDet4D ‡ [9] ResNet50 2 45.7 32.2 0.703 0.278 0.495 0.354 0.206 30.7
PETRv2 [23] ResNet50 2 45.6 34.9 0.700 0.275 0.580 0.437 0.187 -
SOLOFusion ‡ [25] ResNet50 16+1 53.4 42.7 0.567 0.274 0.511 0.252 0.181 15.7*

VideoBEV ‡ [6] ResNet50 8 53.5 42.2 0.564 0.276 0.440 0.286 0.198 -
Sparse4Dv2 [19] ResNet50 - 53.9 43.9 0.598 0.270 0.475 0.282 0.179 17.3
StreamPETR † [29] ResNet50 8 55.0 45.0 0.613 0.267 0.413 0.265 0.196 33.9

Results w/ and w/o distillation schemes

T:BEVFormer [16] ResNet101-DCN 4 51.7 41.6 0.673 0.274 0.372 0.394 0.198 4.3
S:BEVFormer ResNet50 3 46.3 34.6 0.743 0.280 0.445 0.440 0.194 13.7
+FD3D [36] ResNet50 3 48.7 37.6 0.719 0.275 0.409 0.394 0.212 13.7

T:SparseBEV † [20] ResNet101 8 59.2 50.1 0.562 0.265 0.321 0.243 0.195 7.2
S:SparseBEV † ResNet50 4 52.9 41.6 0.630 0.270 0.435 0.263 0.187 26.1
+MGD [35] ResNet50 4 53.3 42.3 0.636 0.270 0.440 0.258 0.184 26.1
+CWD [27] ResNet50 4 53.4 42.4 0.624 0.274 0.448 0.255 0.183 26.1
+TempDistiller ResNet50 4 54.0 43.2 0.620 0.272 0.429 0.253 0.181 26.1
S:SparseBEV † ResNet50 8 55.5 44.7 0.585 0.271 0.391 0.251 0.188 20.2
+TempDistiller ResNet50 8 55.5 45.1 0.591 0.267 0.421 0.238 0.184 20.2

T:SparseBEV † ResNet50 8 55.5 44.7 0.585 0.271 0.391 0.251 0.188 20.2
S:SparseBEV † ResNet50 4 52.9 41.6 0.630 0.270 0.435 0.263 0.187 26.1
+TempDistiller ResNet50 4 54.0 42.8 0.619 0.270 0.395 0.259 0.198 26.1

Table 1. Comparison on the nuScenes validation set. † indicates benefits from perspective pretraining. ‡ denotes methods with CBGS.
FPS is measured on RTX4090 with fp32 without cuda acceleration. * represents inference with fp16. The input size for ResNet101 and
ResNet101-DCN is 900 × 1600, whereas for ResNet50 it is 256 × 704, except for [36] and its baseline (450 × 800).

TFR Decoded Features NDS ↑ mAP ↑ mAVE ↓PV BEV

52.9 41.6 0.263
✓ 53.5 42.3 0.264

✓ 53.5 42.7 0.255
✓ 53.6 42.3 0.262

✓ ✓ 53.3 42.5 0.253
✓ ✓ 53.7 43.0 0.249
✓ ✓ ✓ 54.0 43.2 0.253

Table 2. Effectiveness of loss components. TFR indicates tempo-
ral features reconstruction, which is applied on perspective view
(PV) and bird’s-eye-view (BEV), respectively.

4.2. Implementation Details

Our method is implemented with PyTorch. The exper-
imental results are reported based on 8 A100 GPUs and
FPS measurements are conducted on RTX4090 with fp32.
We train all the models with AdamW [24] optimizer for 24
epochs, using perspective pretraining on nuImage [1]. The
initial learning rate is set to 2 × 10−4 and is decayed with
cosine annealing policy. The global batch size is fixed to
8. For supervised training, the Hungarian algorithm [12] is
used for label assignment. Focal loss [17] and L1 loss are
employed for classification and 3D bounding boxes regres-
sion, respectively. We process adjacent frames at intervals
of 0.5 seconds.

For modeling temporal knowledge with sparse BEV rep-
resentation, we adopt the ResNet101 and ResNet50 back-
bone [7] from SparseBEV [20], benefiting from their pub-
licly available model weights. The choice of the teacher
model includes ResNet101 or ResNet50, while the student
model utilizes ResNet50 with the flexibility of adjusting
number of input frames. The input size is set to 900 × 1600
for ResNet101 and it 256 × 704 for ResNet50. We initial-
ize Nq = 900 queries and set the channel of query features
C = 256. The mask ratio λ is fixed to 0.5. Loss weights
α1, α2, α3 and α4 are set to 5e−4, 1e−3, 1 and 1, respec-
tively. In addition, query denoising [13] is used for training
stabilization and faster convergence following [20, 29].

4.3. Main Results

Comparison with camera-only distillation methods.
FD3D [36] is the first distillation method that works on a
camera-only setting, which is designed for spatial dimen-
sion. Directly extending its application to temporal fea-
tures may cause a huge computational burden, especially
considering that the generator needs to produce new fea-
tures for each temporal dimension. Therefore, It’s difficult
to apply it to parallel temporal fusion methods [20]. Tem-
pDistiller comprehensively outperforms FD3D based on a
more powerful temporal detector. For a fairer comparison,
we also explore other distillation methods [27, 35]. Our
method surpasses MGD by 0.9 mAP and 0.7 NDS and ex-
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Location Mask ratio NDS ↑ mAP ↑ mAVE ↓

BEV

0.4 53.2 43.2 0.258
0.5 53.5 42.7 0.255
0.6 52.9 42.2 0.260

0.75 53.4 42.0 0.258
0.9 52.9 42.4 0.263

BEV & PV
0.5 & 0.5 53.7 43.0 0.249
0.5 & 0.65 53.6 42.6 0.260
0.5 & 0.75 53.3 42.6 0.258

Table 3. Ablation of the mask ratio.

BEV

α1 1e−5 2e−5 5e−5 1e−4 2e−4

NDS ↑ 53.3 53.2 53.5 53.3 52.7

mAP ↑ 42.0 42.3 42.7 42.9 42.0

mAVE ↓ 0.255 0.258 0.255 0.259 0.259

BEV & PV

α2 2e−4 5e−4 1e−3 2e−3 4e−3

NDS ↑ 53.9 53.1 53.7 53.0 53.6

mAP ↑ 42.8 42.1 43.0 41.9 42.6

mAVE ↓ 0.253 0.257 0.249 0.260 0.259

Table 4. Ablation study on the loss weights of temporal features
reconstruction. In BEV & PV, we fix the α1 to 5e−5.

ceeds CWD by 0.8 mAP and 0.6 NDS. Additionally, our
method achieves the lowest mATE, mAOE, mAVE, and
mAAE compared to these methods.

Comparison with state-of-the-art methods. State-of-
the-art (SOTA) temporal methods can be divided into par-
allel temporal fusion [9, 18, 20, 23, 25] and sequential tem-
poral fusion [6, 19, 29]. Our method boosts 0.4 mAP and
achieves the lowest mAVE of 0.238 compared with Sparse-
BEV [20] (Tstu = 8). In terms of parallel paradigms,
TempDistiller exhibits the best performance using fewer
frames (Tstu = 4), surpassing SOLOFusion [25] in both
accuracy and inference speed. Compared to StreamPETR
[29], we observe the 1.2% and 1.5% improvement in mAVE
and mAAE, respectively, and a slight enhancement in mAP.
In addition, we find an interesting result that leveraging
ResNet50 as the backbone yields comparable performance
to using a larger backbone (i.e., ResNet101). This result
eliminates the impact of the difference in capabilities be-
tween backbones and solidly demonstrates that the pro-
posed method can learn long-term temporal knowledge with
fewer input frames.

4.4. Ablation Study

We conduct ablation study on the backbone ResNet101
(teacher) and ResNet50 (student) with Ttea = 8 and Tstu =
4, respectively, unless otherwise stated.

Effects of loss components. In Table 2, we evaluate the

Masked Feature Type NDS ↑ mAP ↑ mAVE ↓
- 52.9 41.6 0.263

spatial 53.1 42.3 0.254
temporal 53.2 42.2 0.263

spatial + temporal 53.7 43.0 0.249

Table 5. Ablation of the mask feature type on PV.

Frames Num. mAP ↑ mAVE ↓ FPS

2 39.0 (+0.9) 0.296 (-1.4%) 28.3
4 43.2 (+1.6) 0.253 (-1.0%) 26.1
8 45.1 (+0.4) 0.238 (-1.8%) 20.2

Table 6. Ablation of the number of input frames.

effects of each loss component on NDS and mAP. Notably,
employing temporal feature reconstruction solely on BEV
yields higher accuracy (NDS: ↑ 0.6, mAP: ↑ 1.1) than the
other two loss terms. Moreover, the other two loss terms can
also improve 0.7 mAP. When applying temporal feature re-
construction to both BEV and PV, we observe significant
enhancements in NDS and mAP, reaching 53.7 and 43.0,
respectively. This emphasizes the efficacy of temporal re-
construction in providing models with long-term memory
object detection. In addition to the features in the encoder
layers, we also focus on the decoded features. They encap-
sulate high-level spatio-temporal representation. As a re-
sult, transferring knowledge from the decoded features can
also bring certain performance gains.

Impacts of mask ratio. We investigate various mask
ratios for temporal feature reconstruction in both BEV and
PV. As shown in Table 3, we can identify the optimal mask
ratio to be 0.5 for both BEV and PV. The core idea of
masked feature reconstruction is utilizing the residual fea-
tures to reconstruct complete feature maps. A high mask
ratio results in a poor representation of residual features,
while a low mask ratio simplifies the generator’s learning
process, enabling shortcuts that lead to local optima. Fur-
thermore, a low mAVE demonstrates that temporal recon-
struction is conducive to focusing on dynamic objects and
estimating their velocity.

Effects of loss weights. We examine the effects of loss
weights in Table 4, which is significant to hybrid loss op-
timization. We find that α1 = 5e−5 yields optimal re-
sults with the best NDS and mAVE, as well as relatively
high mAP. Then we fix α1 to 5e−5 and tune α2. When
α2 = 1e−3, we can achieve 43.0 mAP and the lowest er-
ror of velocity estimation, and also obtain a relatively high
NDS.

Masked feature type. We verify different feature types
for reconstruction on PV in Table 5. Reconstructing either

7
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Figure 4. Qualitative results over three consecutive frames (front camera) in two scenes. The first and third row show the prediction made
by the baseline model, while the second and fourth row demonstrate the predictive results of TempDistiller. In the last column, the LiDAR
point cloud in BEV is display for frame t+ 1, except the last row (for t+ 2) due to the limited BEV distance. TempDistiller successfully
predicts an occluded car merging into the main road and a pedestrian crossing the street in the distance, highlighted by red dotted circles.

spatial features or temporal features can slightly boost per-
formance (spatial: ↑ 0.2 NDS and ↑ 0.7 mAP, temporal: ↑
0.3 NDS and ↑ 0.6 mAP). Notbaly, combining these two
features types results in further performance gains through
the feature reconstruction.

The number of input frames. We evaluate various
number of input frames in Table 6. We find the student
model with 4 frames can strike a balance between accuracy
and efficiency.

4.5. Visualization

We provide qualitative results to visualize the prediction
of the model with and without TempDistiller, which high-
lights the superior performance of the proposed TempDis-
tiller. Specifically, TempDistiller exhibits enhanced capa-
bilities in detecting occluded objects and distant targets. As
shown in the second row in Fig. 4, an occluded vehicle
about to merge onto the main road can be detected earlier.
Furthermore, TempDistiller successfully identifies a distant
pedestrian in advance (see the last row in Fig. 4). These in-
stances substantiate the efficacy of the proposed method in
achieving comparable results using fewer frames compared
to methods dealing with longer temporal sequences.

5. Conclusions
In this paper, we propose TempDistiller, a temporal

knowledge distillation method for reconstructing long-term
temporal features and exploring temporal relational knowl-
edge. Our method involves aggregating long-term tempo-
ral features from the teacher as a reconstruction objective.
Subsequently, we leverage this objective to reconstruct the
masked student features. This design allows TempDistiller
to effectively capture long-term temporal knowledge even
with a reduced number of input frames. In addition, tem-
poral relational distillation can improve the detection of dy-
namic objects. Experiments show that our approach can
strike a balance between accuracy and efficiency, with sig-
nificant improvement in velocity estimation.

Limitations and future works. Constrained by the par-
allel temporal fusion paradigm, the speed of TempDistiller
is still affected by the number of input frames. Moreover,
the number of input frames is still limited. Incorporating
more frames is challenging. In the future, we will explore
temporal knowledge with more frames through sequential
temporal fusion, aiming to solve the problems of limited
speed and temporal knowledge forgetting.
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