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Abstract. We propose CARFF: Conditional Auto-encoded Radiance
Field for 3D Scene Forecasting, a method for predicting future 3D scenes
given past observations. Our method maps 2D ego-centric images to a
distribution over plausible 3D latent scene configurations and predicts
the evolution of hypothesized scenes through time. Our latents condi-
tion a global Neural Radiance Field (NeRF) to represent a 3D scene
model, enabling explainable predictions and straightforward downstream
planning. This approach models the world as a POMDP and considers
complex scenarios of uncertainty in environmental states and dynamics.
Specifically, we employ a two-stage training of Pose-Conditional-VAE
and NeRF to learn 3D representations, and auto-regressively predict
latent scene representations utilizing a mixture density network. We
demonstrate the utility of our method in scenarios using the CARLA
driving simulator, where CARFF enables efficient trajectory and con-
tingency planning in complex multi-agent autonomous driving scenarios
involving occlusions. Video and code are available at www.carff.website.

1 Introduction

Humans often imagine what they cannot see given partial visual context. Con-
sider a scenario where reasoning about the unobserved is critical to safe decision-
making: for example, a driver navigating a blind intersection. An expert driver
will plan according to what they believe may or may not exist in occluded regions
of their vision. The driver’s belief – defined as the understanding of the world
modeled with consideration for inherent environment uncertainties – is informed
by their partial observations (i.e., the presence of other vehicles on the road), as
well as their prior knowledge (e.g., past experience navigating this intersection).

When reasoning about the unobserved, humans form complex beliefs about
the existence, position, shapes, colors, and textures of occluded scene portions
⋆ Core contributors
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(e.g., an oncoming car). Autonomous systems with high-dimensional sensor data,
like video or LiDAR, traditionally reduce this data to low-dimensional state
information (e.g., position and velocity of tracked objects) for prediction and
planning.

In addition to tracking fully observed objects, this object-centric framework
handles partially observed settings by considering potentially dangerous unob-
served objects. These systems often plan for worst-case scenarios, such as a
"ghost car" at the edge of the visible field of view [45].

CARFF 
Encoder

3D 
Planning

3D State Beliefs
3D Planning Results

Input Image

STOP

CARFF 3D Driving Planning Application

Fig. 1: CARFF 3D planning application for driving. An input image containing
a partially observable view of an intersection is processed by CARFF’s encoder to
establish 3D environment state beliefs, i.e. the predicted possible state of the world:
whether or not there could be another vehicle approaching the intersection. These
beliefs are used to forecast the future in 3D for planning, generating one among two
possible actions for the vehicle to merge into the other lane.

Recent advances in neural rendering, particularly Neural Radiance Fields
(NeRF), have significantly improved 3D scene representation learning. NeRF en-
ables novel view synthesis, thus simplifying the process of viewing behind occlu-
sions. NeRF decouples the dependancy of scene representation from traditional
object detection and tracking, allowing for the capture of vital visual informa-
tion that might be missed by detectors, yet is crucial for safe decision-making.
NeRF’s implicit density representation of explicit geometry also facilitates its
direct application in motion planning without the need for rendering. NeRF’s
ability to represent both visual and geometric information makes them a more
general and intuitive 3D representation for autonomous systems.

Despite NeRF’s advantages, achieving probabilistic predictions in 3D based
on reasoning from occluded views is challenging. For example, discriminative
models that yield categorical predictions are unable to capture the underlying
3D structure, impeding their ability to model uncertainty. While prior work on
3D representation captures view-invariant structures, their application is primar-
ily confined to simple scenarios [20]. We present CARFF, which to our knowl-
edge, is the first forecasting approach in scenarios with partial observations that
uniquely facilitates stochastic predictions in a partially observable Markov deci-
sion process (POMDP) within a 3D representation, effectively integrating visual
perception and geometry. Specifically, we make the following contributions:
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1. We propose a novel architecture PC-VAE : Pose-Conditioned Variational Au-
toencoder. The encoder maps potentially partially observable ego-centric im-
ages to pose-invariant latent scene representations, which hold state beliefs
of the POMDP with implicit probability distributions (see Sec. 3.1).

2. We develop the two-stage training pipeline that uniquely enables complex
scene modeling with a probabilistic objective. This involves separately train-
ing the PC-VAE and a latent conditioned neural radiance field that functions
as a 3D decoder, enabling interpretable predictions (see Sec. 3.1).

3. We design a mixture density model to predict the evolution of 3D scenes over
time stochastically and regressively in the encoder belief space (see Sec. 3.2).
This allows for an effective sampling based-controller to output actions in
the POMDP.

We demonstrate how CARFF can be used to enable contingency planning
in complex driving scenarios that require reasoning into visual occlusions on
CARLA simulated datasets inspired by autonomous driving planning tasks [29,
56, 57, 58]. A potential application of CARFF is illustrated in Fig. 1.

2 Related work

2.1 NeRF and 3D representations

Neural radiance fields. Neural Radiance Fields (NeRF) [2, 27, 44] for 3D repre-
sentations generate high-resolution, photorealistic scenes. Instant Neural Graph-
ics Primitive (Instant-NGP) [28] speeds up training and rendering time by in-
troducing a multi-resolution hash encoding. Other works like Plenoxels [12] and
DirectVoxGo (DVGO) [42] also provide similar speedups. Recent advancements
in volumetric representations such as 3D Gaussian Splatting [18] enhance ren-
dering efficiency while maintaining compatibility with traditional NeRF appli-
cations [11]. We utilize Instant-NGP for its accessibility, although our approach
is adaptable to alternative rendering methods. NeRFs have also been extended
for several tasks such as modeling large-scale unbounded scenes [2, 43, 50], scene
from sparse views [7, 39, 49] and multiple scenes [20, 51]. For an in-depth survey
on neural representation learning and its applications we refer the reader to [46].

Generalizable novel view synthesis models, like pixelNeRF and pixelSplat [5,
55], learn a scene prior to render novel views from sparse existing ones. In con-
trast, CARFF is based on a VAE, encoding a probabilistic objective and decoding
to future 3D scenes. Dynamic NeRF models scenes with moving or deforming
objects, within which a widely used approach is to construct a canonical space
and predict a deformation field [22, 33, 34, 36]. The canonical space is usually a
static scene, and the model learns an implicitly represented flow field [33, 36]. A
recent line of work also models dynamic scenes via different representations and
decomposition [3, 41]. These approaches tend to perform better for spatially
bounded and predictable scenes with relatively small variations [3, 23, 33, 55].
Moreover, these methods only solve for changes in the environment but are lim-
ited in incorporating stochasticity in the environment.
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Ego-​centric Lane View Predicted 3D View

Fig. 2: Novel view planning application. CARFF allows reasoning behind occluded
views from the ego car as simple as moving the camera to see the sampled belief
predictions, allowing simple downstream planning using, for example, density probing
or 2D segmentation models from arbitrary angles.

Multi-scene NeRF: Our approach builds on multi-scene NeRF approaches [20,
48, 51, 52] that learn a global latent scene representation, which conditions
the NeRF, allowing a single NeRF to effectively represent various scenes. A
similar method, NeRF-VAE, was introduced by Kosiorek et al. [20] to create
a geometrically consistent 3D generative model with generalization to out-of-
distribution cameras. However, NeRF-VAE [20] is prone to mode collapse when
faced with complex visual information (see Sec. 4.2).

2.2 Scene Forecasting

Planning in 2D space: Planning in large, continuous state-action spaces is chal-
lenging due to exponentially large search spaces [32], leading to various approx-
imation methods for tractability [26, 35]. Model-free [13, 31, 47] and model-
based [4] reinforcement learning frameworks, along with other learning-based
methods [6, 29], have emerged as viable approaches. Additionally, methods fore-
cast for downstream control [16], learn behavior models for contingency plan-
ning [38], or predict the existence and intentions of unobserved agents [30]. While
these methods operate in 2D, we reason under partial observations and account
for these factors in 3D.

NeRF in robotics: Recent works have applied NeRFs in robotics for localiza-
tion [54], navigation [1, 25], dynamics modeling [10, 22],and robotic grasping [15,
19]. Adamkiewicz et al.[1] propose quadcopter motion planning in NeRF models
by sampling the learned density function, useful for forecasting and planning.
Driess et al.[10] employ a graph neural network to learn dynamics in a multi-
object NeRF scene. Li et al. [21] focus on pushing tasks and address grasping and
planning with NeRF and a separate latent dynamics model. Prior approaches
work in simple, static scenes [1] or uses deterministic dynamics models [21].
CARFF addresses complex, realistic environments with both state and dynam-
ics uncertainty, considering potential object existence and unknown movements.

3 Method

Recent advancements in 3D scene representation allow for modeling environ-
ments in a contextually rich and interactive 3D space. This offers analytical
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benefits, such as spatial analysis with soft occupancy grids and object detection
through novel view synthesis. Given these advantages, our primary objective is to
develop a model for probabilistic 3D scene forecasting in dynamic environments.
However, direct integration of 3D scene representation via NeRF and probabilis-
tic models like VAE often involves non-convex and inter-dependent optimization,
which causes unstable training. For instance, NeRF’s optimization may rely on
the VAE’s latent space being structured to provide informative gradients. To

Encoder

Decoder

Gaussian latent 
distribution

Conditioning on 
camera pose

Decoded images for 
camera pose

Ground truths for 
camera poseNeRF

Stage 1: VAE Encoder and Decoder training

Stage 2: Frozen encoder, NeRF Decoder

Posed Images

* Images are shown as batched for training only

Fig. 3: Visualizing CARFF’s two stage training process. Left: The convolu-
tional VIT-based encoder encodes each image I at timestamps t, t′ and camera poses
c, c′ into Gaussian latent distributions. Assuming two timestamps and an overparame-
terized latent, one Gaussian distribution will have a smaller σ2, and different µ across
timestamps. Upper Right: The pose-conditional decoder stochastically decodes the
sampled latent z using the camera pose c′′ into images Itc′′ and It

′

c′′ . The decoded recon-
struction and ground truth images are used for the loss LMSE, PC-VAE. Lower Right:
A NeRF is trained by conditioning on the latent variables sampled from the optimized
Gaussian parameters. These parameters characterize the distinct timestamp distribu-
tions derived from the PC-VAE. An MSE loss is calculated for NeRF as LMSE, NeRF.

navigate these complexities, our method bifurcates the training process into two
stages (see Fig. 3). First, we train the PC-VAE to learn view-invariant scene
representations. Next, we replace the decoder with a NeRF to learn a 3D scene
from the latent representations. The latent scene representations capture the
environmental states and dynamics over possible underlying scenes, while NeRF
synthesizes novel views within the belief space, giving us the ability to see the
unobserved (see Fig. 2 and Sec. 3.1). During prediction, uncertainties can be
modeled by sampling latents auto-regressively from a predicted Gaussian mix-
ture, allowing for effective decision-making. To this extent, we approach scene
forecasting as a POMDP over latent distributions, which enables us to capture
multi-modal beliefs for planning amidst perceptual uncertainty (see Sec. 3.2).
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3.1 Pose-Conditional VAE (PC-VAE) and NeRF

Architecture: We assume that the model follows a Markovian process, and thus
each belief state only depends on the previous. Given a scene St at timestamp
t, we have an ego-centric observation image Itc captured from camera pose c.
The objective is to formulate a 3D representation of the image that holds im-
plicit probability distributions of the possible states, where we can perform a
forecasting step that evolves the scene forward. Here, the POMDP can be seen
as an MDP in belief space [17]. To achieve this, we utilize a radiance field con-
ditioned on latent variable z sampled from the posterior distribution qϕ(z|Itc).
Now, to learn the posterior, we utilize PC-VAE. We construct an encoder us-
ing convolutional layers and a pre-trained ViT on ImageNet [8]. The encoder
learns a mapping from the image space to a Gaussian distributed latent space
qϕ(z|Itc) = N (µ, σ2) parametrized by mean µ and variance σ2. The decoder,
p(I|z, c), conditioned on camera pose c, maps the latent z ∼ N (µ, σ2) into the
image space I. This helps the encoder to generate latents that are invariant to
the camera pose c.

To enable 3D scene modeling, we employ Instant-NGP [28], which incor-
porates a hash grid and an occupancy grid to enhance computation efficiency.
Additionally, a smaller multilayer perceptron (MLP), Fθ(z) can be utilized to
model the density and appearance, given by:

Fθ(z) : (x,d, z) → ((r, g, b), σ) (1)

Here, x ∈ R3 and d ∈ (θ, ϕ) represent the location vector and the viewing
direction respectively. The MLP is conditioned on the sampled scene latents
z ∼ qϕ(z|Itc) (see Appendix B).

Training methodology: The architecture alone does not enable us to model com-
plex scenarios, as seen through a similar example in NeRF-VAE [20]. A crucial
contribution of our work is our two-stage training framework which stabilizes
the training. First, we optimize the convolutional ViT based encoder and pose-
conditional convolutional decoder in the pixel space for reconstruction. This
enables our method to deal with more complex and realistic scenes as the en-
coding is learned in a semantically rich 2D space. By conditioning the decoder
on camera poses, we achieve disentanglement between camera view angles and
scene context, making the representation view-invariant and the encoder 3D-
aware. Once rich latent representations are learned, we replace the decoder with
a latent-conditioned NeRF over the latent space of the frozen encoder. The NeRF
reconstructs encoder beliefs in 3D for novel view synthesis.

Loss: PC-VAE is trained using standard VAE loss, with mean square error
(MSE) and a Kullback–Leibler (KL) divergence given by evidence lower bound:

LPC-VAE = LMSE, PC-VAE + LKLD, PC-VAE =

||p(I|z, c′′)− Itc′′∥2 + Eq(z|It
c)
[log p(I|z)]− wKLDKL(qϕ(z|Itc) || p(I|z)) (2)
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where wKL denotes the KL divergence loss weight and z ∼ qϕ(z|Itc). To make
our representation 3D-aware, our posterior is encoded using camera c while the
decoder is conditioned on a randomly sampled pose c′′.

KL divergence regularizes the latent space to balance conditioned reconstruc-
tion and stochasticity under occlusion. An elevated KL divergence loss weight
wKL pushes the latents closer to a standard normal distribution, N (0, 1), thereby
ensuring probabilistic sampling in scenarios under partial observation. However,
excessive regularization causes the latents to be less separable, leading to mode
collapse. To mitigate this, we adopt delayed linear KL divergence loss weight
scheduling to strike a balanced wKL.

Next, we learn a NeRF decoder on the posterior of the VAE to model scenes.
At any timestamp t we use a standard photometric loss for training the NeRF,
given by the following equation:

LMSE, NeRF = ∥Itc − render(Fθ(·|qϕ(z|Itc)))∥2 (3)

We use a standard rendering algorithm as proposed by Müller et al. [28]. Next, we
build a forecasting module over the learned latent space of our pose-conditional
encoder.

3.2 Scene Forecasting

Formulation: The current formulation allows us to model scenes with different
configurations across timestamps. In order to forecast future configurations of a
scene given an ego-centric view, we need to predict future latent distributions. We
formulate the forecasting as a POMDP over the posterior distribution qϕ(z|Itc)
in the PC-VAE’s latent space.

During inference, we observe stochastic behaviors under occlusion, which
motivates us to learn a mixture of several Gaussian distributions that potentially
denote different scene possibilities. Therefore, we model the POMDP using a
Mixture Density Network (MDN ), with multi-headed MLPs, that predicts a
mixture of K Gaussians. At any timestamp t the distribution is given as:

q′ϕ(zt|It−1
c ) = MDN(qϕ(zt−1|It−1

c )) (4)

The model is conditioned on the posterior distribution qϕ(zt−1) to learn a pre-
dicted posterior distribution q′ϕ(zt|It−1

c ) at each timestamp. The predicted pos-
terior distribution is given by the mixture of Gaussian:

q′ϕ(zt) =

K∑
i=1

πi N (µi, σ
2
i ) (5)

here, πi, µi, and σ2
i denote the mixture weight, mean, and variance of the ith

Gaussian distribution within the posterior distribution. Here, K is the total
number of Gaussians. For brevity we remove their conditioning on the posterior
qϕ(zt−1) and sampled latent zt−1. We sample zt from the mixture of Gaussians
q′ϕ(zt), where zt likely falls within one of the Gaussian modes. The configuration
corresponding to the mode is reflected in the 3D scene rendered by NeRF.
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Scene 1: Ego car with 
actor ambulance

Scene 2: Ego car only Scene 1: Ego car with 
slow-​moving ambulance

Scene 2: Ego car with 
fast-​moving ambulance

Multi-​Scene Approaching Intersection Multi-​Scene Two Lane Merge

Fig. 4: Multi-scene CARLA
datasets. Varying car configurations
and scenes for the Multi-Scene Two
Lane Merge dataset (left) and the
Multi-Scene Approaching Intersection
dataset (right).

Fig. 5: Blender dataset. Blender dataset
with a blue cube and a potential red cylin-
der exhibiting probabilistic temporal move-
ment. The possible occlusions from different
camera angles demonstrate how movement
needs to be modeled probabilistically.

Loss: To optimize the MDN, we minimize a negative log-likelihood function,
given by:

LMDN = −
N∑
j=1

log

(
K∑
i=1

πiN (yj ;µi, σ
2
i )

)
(6)

where yi ∼ qϕ(zt) is sampled from the distribution of latent zt, learned by the
encoder, and N denotes the total number of samples.

Inference: We consider an unseen ego-centric image and retrieve its posterior
qϕ(zt) through the encoder. Next, we predict the possible future posterior dis-
tribution q′ϕ(zt+1). From the predicted posterior, we sample a scene latent and
perform localization. We achieve this via (a) density probing the NeRF or (b)
segmenting the rendered novel views using off-the-shelf methods such as YOLO
[37] (see Fig. 2). These allow us to retrieve a corresponding Gaussian distribu-
tion qϕ(zt+1) in encoder latent space. This is auto-regressively fed back into the
MDN to predict the next timestamp. See Fig. 6 for an overview of the pipeline.

4 Results

Decision-making under perceptual uncertainty is a pervasive challenge faced in
robotics and autonomous driving, as the real environment is mostly likely par-
tially observable, making it a POMDP. In a partially observable driving scenario,
accurate inference regarding the presence of potentially obscured agents is piv-
otal. We evaluate the effectiveness of CARFF on common driving situations
with partial observability and added complexity. We implemented several sce-
narios in the CARLA driving simulator [9] (see Fig. 4). A single NVIDIA RTX
3090 GPU is used to train PC-VAE, NeRF, and the MDN. All models, trained
sequentially, tend to converge within a combined time frame of 24 hours. A de-
tailed experimental setup can be found in Appendix B. We show that, given
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partially observable 2D inputs, CARFF performs well in predicting latent dis-
tributions that represent complete 3D scenes. Using these predictions we design
a CARFF-based controller for performing downstream planning tasks.

4.1 Data Generation

We conduct experiments on (a) synthetic blender dataset for principle experi-
ments to test the probabilistic modeling capacities in isolation of the vision en-
coder (it is visually as simple as possible, but requires the full predictive model
proposed in CARFF) and (b) CARLA-based driving datasets for more com-
plex driving scenarios [9]. To deliver convincing results, we model these driving
scenarios off of related works [29, 56, 57, 58] that concern planning for driving
under difficult situations. We generate the datasets in 3D by programming an
ego object and varying actor objects in different configurations.

NeRFGaussian Mixture

Repeated Sampling

Mixture Density 
Network

Probing For Autoregressive Prediction

Pretrained
Encoder

Sampled Beliefs

Fig. 6: Auto-regressive inference in scene prediction. The input image at times-
tamp t, Itc, is encoded using the pre-trained encoder from PC-VAE. The corresponding
latent distribution is fed into the Mixture Density Network, which predicts a mixture
of Gaussians. Each of the K Gaussians is a latent distribution that may correspond to
different beliefs at the next timestamp. The mixture of Gaussians is sampled repeat-
edly for the predicted latent beliefs, visualized as It+1

c′,scni, representing potentially the
ith possible outcome. This is used to condition the NeRF to generate 3D views of the
scene. To accomplish autoregressive predictions, we probe the NeRF for the location of
the car and feed this information back to the pre-trained encoder to predict the scene
at the next timestamp.

Blender synthetic dataset: This comprises of a stationary blue cube (ego) accom-
panied by a red cylinder (actor) that may or may not be present (see Fig. 5).
If the actor is present, it exhibits lateral movement as depicted in Fig. 5. This
simplistic setting provides an interpretable framework to evaluate our model.

CARLA dataset: Each dataset is simulated for N timestamps and uses C = 100
predefined camera poses to capture images of the environment under full obser-
vation, partial observation, and no visibility. These datasets are modeled after
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common driving scenarios involving state uncertainty that have been proposed
in related works such as Active Visual Planning [29].

a) Single-Scene Approaching Intersection: The ego vehicle is positioned at a
T-intersection. An actor vehicle traverses the crossing along an evenly spaced,
predefined trajectory. We simulate this for N = 10 timestamps. We mainly use
this dataset to predict the evolution of timestamps under full observation.

b) Multi-Scene Approaching Intersection: We extend the previous scenario
to a more complicated setting with state uncertainty, by making the existence
of the actor vehicle probabilistic. A similar intersection crossing is simulated for
N = 3 timestamps for both possibilities. The ego vehicle’s view of the actor may
be occluded as it approaches the T-intersection over the N timestamps. The ego
vehicle either moves forward or halts at the junction (see Fig. 4).

c) Multi-Scene Multi-actor Two Lane Merge: To add more environment dy-
namics uncertainty, we consider a multi-actor setting at an intersection of two
merging lanes. We simulate the scenario at an intersection with partial occlu-
sions, with the second approaching actor having variable speed. Here the ego
vehicle can either merge into the left lane before the second actor or after all the
actors pass, (see Fig. 4). Each branch is simulated for N = 3 timestamps.

4.2 CARFF Evaluation

Method 3D
Complex
Scenarios

State
Uncertainty

Dynamics
Uncertainty Prediction Planning

Code
Released

CARFF ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
[20] ✓ ✓
[21] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
[1] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
[29] ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Table 1: Qualitative comparison of CARFF to related works. CARFF accom-
plishes all highlighted objectives as opposed to NeRF-VAE [20], NeRF for Visuomotor
Control [21], Vision-only NeRF Navigation [1], and AVP [29]. We compare whether
methods reason in a 3D environment and perform novel view synthesis; work on com-
plex scenarios; predict probabilistically under state and dynamics uncertainty; forecast
into the future; and use model predictions for decision-making.

A desirable behavior from our model is that it should predict a complete
set of possible scenes consistent with the given ego-centric image, which could
be partially observable. This is crucial for autonomous driving in unpredictable
environments as it ensures strategic decision-making based on potential haz-
ards. To achieve this we require a rich PC-VAE latent space, high-quality novel
view synthesis, and auto-regressive probabilistic predictions of latents at future
timestamps. We evaluate CARFF on a simple synthetic blender-based dataset
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and each CARLA-based dataset. Additionally, we extend our model application
to a hand-manipulation dataset in Appendix A.

Comparisons with related work: We attempt to compare CARFF to existing ap-
proaches. NeRF-VAE has the most comparable objective, but during our exper-
iments, it collapse to black using CARLA datasets. We make further qualitative
comparisons to other most similar methods in Tab. 1, but none aligns with ours
enough to make any possible quantitative comparisons.

Evaluation on blender dataset: In Fig. 5, for both Scene 1a and 1b, our model
correctly forecasts the lateral movement of the cylinder to be in either position
approximately 50% of the time, considering a left viewing angle. In Scene 2, with
the absence of the red cylinder in the input camera angle, the model predicts
the potential existence of the red cylinder approximately 50% of the time, and
predicts lateral movements with roughly equal probability. This validates PC-
VAE’s ability to predict and infer occlusions in the latent space, aligning with
human intuitions. These intuitions, shown in the Blender dataset’s simple scenes,
can transfer to driving scenarios in our CARLA datasets.

Pose     Inputs PC-​VAE Decoded Images From Set of New Pose

Fig. 7: PC-VAE reconstructions. The encoder input, Itc, among the other ground
truth images Ic viewed from camera pose c at different timestamps, is reconstructed
across a new set of poses c′′ respecting timestamp t, generating Itc′′ . A complete grid
is in Appendix D.

PC-VAE performance and ablations: We evaluate the performance of PC-VAE
on CARLA datasets with multiple encoder architectures. We show that PC-VAE
effectively reconstructs complex environments involving variable scenes, actor
configurations, and environmental noise given potentially partially observable
inputs (see Fig. 9). We calculated an average Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR)
over the training data, as well as novel view encoder inputs. To evaluate the
quality of the latent space generated by the encoder, we utilize t-SNE [24] plots
to visualize the distribution of latent samples for each image in a given dataset
(see Appendix D). We introduce a Support Vector Machine (SVM) [14] based
metric to measure the visualized clustering quantitatively, where a higher value
indicates better clustering based on timestamps. Most latent scene samples are
separable by timestamps, which indicates that the latents are view-invariant.
Samples that are misclassified or lie on the boundary usually represent partially
or fully occluded regions. This is desirable for forecasting, as it enables us to
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Ground Truth
Prediction Pair

Avg.
PSNR

(Scene 1)

Avg.
PSNR

(Scene 2)

Single-Scene Intersection

Matching Pairs 29.06 N.A
Un-matching P. 24.01 N.A

Multi-Scene Intersection

Matching Pairs 28.00 28.26
Un-matching P. 23.27 24.56

Multi-Scene Two Lane Merge

Matching Pairs 28.14 28.17
Un-matching P. 22.74 23.32

Table 2: Averaged PSNR for fully
observable 3D predictions. CARFF
correctly predicts scene evolution across
all timestamps for each dataset. The aver-
age PSNR is high for predictions Îti and
matching ground truths, Iti . PSNR values
for incorrect correspondences, Îti , Itj , is a
result of matching surroundings. See com-
plete table in Appendix D.

Multi-Scene Intersection
Controller Type Actor No Actor

Underconfident 30/30 0/30
Overconfident 0/30 30/30
CARFF (n=2) 17/30 30/30
CARFF (n=10) 30/30 30/30
CARFF (n=35) 30/30 19/30

Multi-Scene Two Lane Merge
Controller Type Fast Slow

Underconfident 30/30 0/30
Overconfident 0/30 30/30
CARFF (n=2) 21/30 30/30
CARFF (n=10) 30/30 30/30
CARFF (n=35) 30/30 22/30

Table 3: Planning in 3D with con-
trollers with varying sampling num-
bers n. CARFF-based controllers outper-
form baselines in success rate over 30 tri-
als. For n = 10, the CARFF-based con-
troller consistently chooses the optimal
action in potential collision scenarios.To
maintain consistency, we use one single
image input across 30 trials.

model probabilistic behavior over these samples. In this process, balancing KL
divergence weight scheduling maintains the quality of the PC-VAE’s latent space
and reconstructions (see Appendix B). Additionally, we substantiate the benefits
of our PC-VAE encoder architecture through our ablations (see Appendix D.3).

3D novel view synthesis: Given an unseen ego-centric view with potentially
partial observations, our method maintains all possible current state beliefs in
3D, and faithfully reconstructs novel views from arbitrary camera angles for
each belief. Fig. 2 illustrates one of the possible 3D beliefs that CARFF holds.
This demonstrates our method’s ability to generate 3D beliefs that could be
used for novel view synthesis in a view-consistent manner. Our model’s ability
to achieve accurate and complete 3D environmental understanding is important
for applications like prediction-based planning.

Inference under full and partial observations: Under full observation, we use
MDN to predict the subsequent car positions in all three datasets. PSNR values
are calculated based on bird-eye view NeRF renderings and ground truth bird-
eye view images of the scene across different timestamps. In Tab. 2 we report the
PSNR values for rendered images over the predicted posterior with the ground
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truth images at each timestamp. We also evaluate the efficacy of our prediction
model using the accuracy curve given in Fig. 8. This represents CARFF’s ability
to generate stable beliefs, without producing incorrect predictions, based on
actor(s) localization results. For each number of samples between n = 0 to
n = 50, we choose a random subset of 3 fully observable ego images and take an
average of the accuracies. In scenarios with partial observable ego-centric images
where several plausible scenarios exist, we utilize recall instead of accuracy using
a similar setup. This lets us evaluate the encoder’s ability to avoid false negative
predictions of potential danger.

Fig. 8 shows that our model achieves high accuracy and recall in both
datasets, demonstrating the ability to model state uncertainty (Approaching
Intersection) and dynamic uncertainty (Two Lane Merge). The results indicate
CARFF’s resilience against randomness in resampling, and completeness in prob-
abilistic modeling of the belief space. Given these observations, we now build a
reliable controller to plan and navigate through complex scenarios.

4.3 Planning

In all our experiments, the ego vehicle must make decisions to advance under
certain observability. The scenarios are designed such that the ego views contain
partial occlusion and the state of the actor(s) is uncertain in some scenarios.

In order to facilitate decision-making using CARFF, we design a controller
that takes ego-centric input images and outputs an action. Decisions are made in-
corporating sample consistency from the mixture density network. For instance,
the controller infers occlusion and promotes the ego car to pause when scenes
alternate between actor presence and absence in the samples. We use the two
multi-scene datasets to assess the performance of the CARFF-based controller
as they contain actors with potentially unknown behaviors.

To design an effective controller, we need to find a balance between accuracy
and recall (see Fig. 8). A lowered accuracy from excessive sampling means un-
wanted randomness in the predicted state. However, taking insufficient samples
would generate low recall i.e., not recovering all plausible states. This would
lead to incorrect predictions as we would be unable to account for the plausi-
ble uncertainty present in the environment. To achieve optimal balance, we de-
signed an open-loop planning controller using a sampling strategy that generates
n = 2, 10, 35 samples. The hyperparameter n is tuned per scene for peak perfor-
mance but is expected to remain relatively stable across scenes. We demonstrate
that n = 10 performs well consistently in varying CARLA scenarios (Fig. 8) and
do not anticipate this being very different for other experiments.

For sampling values that lie on the borders of the accuracy and recall margin,
for example, n = 2 and 35, we see that the CARFF-based controller obtains
lower success rates, whereas n = 10 produces the best result. For actor exists
and fast-actor scenes in Tab. 3, we consider occluded ego-centric inputs to test
the controller’s ability to avoid collisions. For no-actor and slow-actor scenes,
we consider state observability and test the controllers’ ability to recognize the
optimal action to advance. Across the two datasets, the overconfident controller
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Fig. 8: Multi-Scene dataset accuracy and recall curves from predicted be-
liefs. We test our framework across n = 1 and n = 50 samples from MDN’s predicted
latent distributions from ego-centric image input. Across the number of samples n, we
achieve an ideal margin of belief state coverage generated under partial observation (re-
call), and the proportion of correct beliefs sampled under full observation (accuracy).
As we significantly increase the number of samples, the accuracy starts to decrease due
to randomness in latent distribution resampling.

will inevitably experience collisions in case of a truck approaching, since it does
not cautiously account for occlusions. On the other hand, an overly cautious
approach results in stasis, inhibiting the controller’s ability to advance in the
scene. This nuanced decision-making using CARFF-based controller is especially
crucial in driving scenarios, as it enhances safety and efficiency by adapting to
complex and unpredictable road environments, thereby fostering a more reliable
and human-like response in autonomous vehicles.

5 Discussion

Limitations: Like other NeRF-based methods, CARFF currently relies on posed
images of specific scenes such as road intersections, limiting its direct applica-
bility to unseen environments. However, we anticipate enhanced generalizability
with the increasing deployment of cameras around populated areas, such as traf-
fic cameras at intersections. Additionally, handling very complex dynamics with
an extremely large number of actors still poses a challenge for our method, requir-
ing per-scene optimization to balance comprehensive dynamics modeling against
accuracy. Potentially stronger models in the near future may offer a promising
avenue for further enhancements in this regard.

Conclusion: We present CARFF, a novel method for probabilistic 3D scene
forecasting from partial observations. By employing a Pose-Conditional VAE,
a NeRF conditioned on the learned posterior, and a mixture density network
that forecasts future scenes, we effectively model, predict, and plan in complex
environments with state and dynamics uncertainty in a POMDP. We further
demonstrate the capabilities of our method in simulated autonomous driving
scenarios. Overall, CARFF offers an intuitive framework to perceiving, forecast-
ing, and acting under uncertainty that could prove invaluable for vision-based
algorithms in unstructured environments.
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A Datasets

A.1 CARLA Datasets

A complete figure of the actor and ego configurations across scenes and the
progression of timestamps for the Single-Scene Approaching Intersection, Multi-
Scene Approaching Intersection, and the Multi-Scene Two Lane Merge is visu-
alized in Fig. 14.

A.2 Hand-manipulation Dataset

We generate an additional hand-manipulation dataset involving a robotic ma-
nipulator engaged in probabilistic reaching tasks utilizing VUER fig[53]. The
experimental setup consists of two target objects placed on a table in a room: a
Rubik’s cube and a green tennis ball. The robotic hand’s configurations during
the reaching and grasping phases for both objects are illustrated in Fig. 14.

B Implementation Details

B.1 Pose-Conditional VAE

PC-VAE Hyperparameters

Latent Size 8
LR 0.004
KLD Weight Start 0.000001
KLD Weight End 0.00001− 0.00004*
KLD Increment Start 50 epochs
KLD Increment End 80 epochs

Table 4: PC-VAE experimental setup and hyperparameters. The main hyper-
parameters in PC-VAE training on the three datasets are latent size, LR, and KLD
weight. For KLD scheduling, the KLD increment start refers to the number of epochs at
which the KLD weight begins to increase from the initial KLD weight. KLD increment
end is the number of epochs at which the KLD weight stops increasing at the maximum
KLD weight. The asterisk (*) marks the hyperparameter that is dataset-dependent.

Architecture: We implement PC-VAE on top of a standard PyTorch VAE frame-
work. The encoder with convolutional layers is replaced with a single convolu-
tional layer and a Vision Transformer (ViT) Large 16 [8] pre-trained on Ima-
geNet [40]. We modify fully connected layers to project ViT output of size 1000
to mean and variances with size of the latent dimension, 8. During training, the
data loader returns the pose of the camera angle represented by an integer value.
This value is one-hot encoded and concatenated to the re-parameterized encoder
outputs, before being passed to the decoder. The decoder input size is increased
to add the number of poses to accommodate the additional pose information.
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Pose     Inputs PC-​VAE Decoded Images From Set of New Pose

Fig. 9: PC-VAE encoder inputs, ground truth timestamps, and reconstruc-
tions for a CARLA dataset and Hand-manipulation dataset. The encoder
input, Itc, among the other ground truth images Ic viewed from camera pose c at dif-
ferent timestamps, is reconstructed across a new set of poses c′′ respecting timestamp
t, generating Itc′′ . This is a full grid of the reconstructions.
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Optimization: We utilize a single RTX 3090 graphics card for all our experiments.
The PC-VAE model takes approximately 22 hours to converge using this GPU.
During this phase, we tune various hyperparameters including the latent size,
learning rate and KL divergence loss weight to establish optimal training tailored
to our model (see Tab. 4). In order to optimize for the varied actor configurations
and scenarios generated within the CARLA [9] simulator, we slightly adjust
hyperparameters differently for each dataset.

The learning rate (LR) and KL divergence (KLD) weight are adjusted to find
an appropriate balance between the effective reconstruction of pose conditioning
in the latent space, and the regularization of latents. Regularization pushes the
latents toward Gaussian distributions and keeps the non-expressive latents in
an over-parameterized latent space to be standard normal. This stabilizes the
sampling process and ensures stochastic behavior of latent samples in case of
occlusion. To achieve this balance, we use a linear KLD weight scheduler, where
the weight is initialized at a low value for KLD increment start epoch (see Tab. 4).
This allows the model to initially focus on achieving highly accurate conditioned
reconstructions. The KLD weight is then steadily increased until KLD increment
end epoch is reached, ensuring probabilistic behavior under partial observability.

B.2 Mixture Density Network

With the POMDP, the mixture density network (MDN) takes in the mean and
variances of the latent distributions of the current belief state qϕ(zt−1|It−1

c ) and
outputs the next belief state’s estimated posterior distribution. To better model
the uncertainty of the predicted belief state distribution, the output is a mixture
of Gaussian q′ϕ(zt|It−1

c ) modeled through a multi-headed MLP.

Architecture: The shared backbone simply contains 2 fully connected layers and
rectified linear units (ReLU) activation with hidden layer size of 512. Additional
heads with 2 fully connected layers are used to generate µi and σ2

i . The mixture
weight, πi, is generated from a 3 layer MLP network. We limit the number of
Gaussians, K = 2.

Optimization: We train our network for 30, 000 epochs using the batch size of
128 and an initial LR of 0.005, and apply LR decay to optimize training. This
takes approximately 30 minutes to train utilizing the GPU. During training,
the dataloader outputs the means and variances at the current timestamp and
indexed view, and the means and variances for the next timestamp, at a ran-
domly sampled neighboring view. This allows the MDN to learn how occluded
views advance into all the possible configurations from potentially unoccluded
neighboring views, as a mixture of Gaussian.

At each iteration, the negative log-likelihood loss is computed for 1000 sam-
ples drawn from the predicted mixture of distributions q′ϕ(zt|It−1

c ) with respect
to the ground truth distribution qϕ(zt|Itc). While the MDN is training, additional
Gaussian noise, given by ϵ ∼ N (0, σ2), is added to the means and variances of
the current timestamp t − 1, where σ ∈ [0.001, 0.01]. The Gaussian noise and
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LR decay help prevent overfitting and reduce model sensitivity to environmental
artifacts like moving trees, moving water, etc.

B.3 NeRF

Architecture: We implement our NeRF as a decoder to our belief state to
recover 3D observations utilizing an existing PyTorch implementation of Instant-
NGP [28]. We concatenate the latents to the inputs of two parts of the Instant-
NGP architecture: the volume density network, σ(x), for the density values,
and the color network, C(r), for conditional RGB generation. While the overall
architecture is kept constant, the input dimensions of each network are modified
to allow additional latent concatenation.

Optimization: Empirically, we observe that it is essential to train the NeRF
such that it learns the distribution of scenes within the PC-VAE latent space.
Using only pre-defined learned samples to train may run the risk of relying on
non-representative samples. On the other hand, direct re-sampling during each
training iteration in Instant-NGP may lead to delayed training progress, due
to NeRF’s sensitive optimization. In our optimization procedure, we use an LR
of 0.002 along with an LR decay and start with pre-defined latent samples.
Then we slowly introduce the re-sampled latents. We believe that this strat-
egy progressively diminishes the influence of a single sample, while maintaining
efficient training. Based on our observations, this strategy contributes towards
Instant-NGP’s ability to rapidly assimilate fundamental conditioning and envi-
ronmental reconstruction, while simultaneously pushing the learning process to
be less skewed towards a single latent sample.

C GUI Interface

For ease of interaction with our inference pipeline, our NeRF loads a pre-trained
MDN checkpoint, and we build a graphical user interface (GUI) using DearPyGUi
for visualization purposes. We implement three features in the GUI: (a) predict,
(b) probe and predict, and (c) toggle.

Predict: We implement the function to perform prediction directly from a given
image path in the GUI. We use the distribution qϕ(zt−1|It−1

c ) from PC-VAE
encoder, corresponding to the input image It−1

c , to predict the latent distribution
for the next timestamp belief state q′ϕ(zt|It−1

c ). This process is done on the fly
through the MDN. A sample from the predicted distribution is then generated
and used to condition the NeRF. This advances the entire scene to the next
timestamp.

Probe and predict: The sampled latent from the predicted distribution does
not correspond to a singular distribution and hence we can not directly predict
the next timestamp. To make our model auto-regressive in nature, we perform
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Fig. 10: NeRF graphical user interface. The GUI allows us to toggle and predict
with an input image path. The probe and predict function probes the current location
of the car and predicts the next. The screenshot is sharpened for visual clarity in the
paper.

density probing. We probe the density of the NeRF at the possible location co-
ordinates of the car to obtain the current timestamp and scene. This is then
used to know the actual state sampled from the belief state probability distribu-
tions. The new distribution enables auto-regressive predictions using the predict
function described above.

Toggle: The NeRF generates a scene corresponding to the provided input image
path using learned latents from PC-VAE. This function tests the NeRF decoder’s
functionality with a given belief state. When the input image is a fully observable
view (corresponding to a unknown belief state), the NeRF renders clear actor
and ego configurations respecting the input. This allows us to visualize the scene
at different timestamps and in different configurations.

D CARFF Evaluation

D.1 Pose-Conditional VAE

Reconstruction Quality: To analyze the reconstruction performance of the model
during training, we periodically plot grids of reconstructed images. These grids
consist of (a) randomly selected encoder inputs drawn from the dataset, (b) the
corresponding ground truth images for those inputs at each timestamp at the
same camera pose, and (c) reconstructed outputs at randomly sampled poses
respecting the input scene and timestamp. An example reconstruction grid is
provided in Fig. 9. The grid enables visual assessment of whether the model is
capable of accurately reconstructing reasonable images using the encoder inputs,
conditioned on the poses. This evaluation provides us with visual evidence of
improvement in reconstruction quality. We also quantitatively analyze the pro-
gressive improvement of reconstruction through the average PSNR calculated
over the training data (see Fig. 12).
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Fig. 11: Latent sample distribution clustering. The distributions of latent sam-
ples for the Multi-Scene Two Lane Merge dataset are separable through t-SNE clus-
tering. In the figure, the clusters for Scene 0, Timestamp 0 and Scene 1, Timestamp 0
overlap in distribution because they represent the same initial state of the environment
under dynamics uncertainty.

The PC-VAE outputs in Fig. 9 only provides visual confirmation to assess
the quality of the latents learned by PC-VAE. Utilization of the 3D decoder later
in our method allows us to produce more high resolution visualizations of the
scene that can be used for further downstream tasks.

Latent Space Analysis To assess the quality of the latents generated by PC-
VAE, we initially use t-SNE plots to visualize the latent distributions as clus-
ters. Fig. 11 shows that the distributions of the latent samples for the Multi-
Scene Two Lane Merge dataset are separable. While t-SNE is good at retaining
nearest-neighbor information by preserving local structures, it performs weakly
in preserving global structures. Therefore, t-SNE may be insufficient in capturing
the differences in distributions for all our datasets.

Instead, we pivot to Support Vector Machine to perform a quantitative evalu-
ation of the separability of the latents. We utilize a Radial Basis Function (RBF)
kernel with the standard regularization parameter (C = 1). We perform 10-fold
validation on the latents to calculate the accuracy as a metric for clustering. See
Tab. 5 for the results.

Beyond separability, we analyze the recall and accuracy of the learned latents
directly from PC-VAE under partial and full observations. This achieves very
high accuracy even under a large number of samples while retraining decent
recall, enabling downstream MDN training. (See Fig. 13)

For the additional Hand-manipulation Object Reaching dataset, we used a
similar setup as detailed in Fig 8 with n = 1 to n = 50 samples from the
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Architectures Train PSNR SVM Accuracy NV PSNR

Multi-Scene Approaching Intersection

PC-VAE 26.47 89.17 26.37
PC-VAE w/o CL 26.20 83.83 26.16
Vanilla PC-VAE 25.97 29.33 25.93
PC-VAE w/o Freezing 24.82 29.83 24.78
PC-VAE w/ MobileNet 19.37 29.50 19.43
Vanilla VAE 26.04 14.67 9.84

Multi-Scene Two Lane Merge

PC-VAE 25.50 88.33 25.84
PC-VAE w/o CL 24.38 29.67 24.02
Vanilla PC-VAE 24.75 29.67 24.96
PC-VAE w/o Freezing 23.97 28.33 24.04
PC-VAE w/ MobileNet 17.70 75.00 17.65
Vanilla VAE 25.11 28.17 8.49

Table 5: PC-VAE metrics and ablations across Multi-Scene datasets.
CARFF’s PC-VAE outperforms other encoder architectures across the Multi-Scene
datasets in reconstruction and pose-conditioning.

MDN’s predicted latent distributions from an potentially partially observable
image input. Similar to the CARLA dataset results, we achieve an ideal margin
of belief state coverage generated under partial observation (recall), and the
proportion of correct beliefs sampled under full observation (accuracy).

D.2 Fully Observable Predictions

One of the tasks of the MDN is to forecast the future scene configurations under
full observation. We quantitatively evaluate our model’s ability to forecast fu-
ture scenes by comparing bird’s-eye views rendered from the NeRF with chosen
ground truth images of the scene for the various timestamps (see Tab. 6). The
values are calculated and displayed for all four datasets. In Tab. 6, images are
marked as either toggled (Ĩti) or predicted (Îti). Toggled images in the table
cannot be predicted deterministically due to it being the first timestamp in the
dataset, or the state of the previous timestamps across scenes being the same in
case of dynamics uncertainty. Due to the same reason, in the Multi-Scene Two
Lane Merge and the Hand-manipulation Object Reaching Datasets, there are
additional bolded PSNR values for the pairs (It1 , Ĩt4) and (It4 , Ĩt1).

We demonstrate that the toggled or predicted images that correspond to the
correct ground truth show a PSNR value around 29, indicating high fidelity 3D
reconstruction and clear visual decodings as the output of CARFF.
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Single-Scene Approaching Intersection
Result It1 It2 It3 It4 It5 It6 It7 It8 It9 It10

Ĩt1 29.01 −5.97 −6.08 −6.52 −6.44 −6.03 −6.31 −6.36 −6.26 −6.28
Ît2 −5.42 27.51 −3.07 −4.67 −4.58 −4.17 −4.43 −4.51 −4.39 −4.39
Ît3 −6.06 −2.81 28.12 −4.47 −4.68 −4.19 −4.05 −4.61 −4.47 −4.52
Ît4 −7.01 −5.37 −5.03 29.40 −4.99 −5.08 −5.03 −5.41 −5.28 −5.32
Ît5 −6.87 −5.2 −4.93 −5.00 29.44 −4.53 −4.46 −5.19 −5.05 −5.09
Ît6 −6.29 −4.55 −4.27 −4.8 −4.24 29.02 −4.02 −4.53 −4.38 −4.44
Ît7 −6.76 −5.05 −4.76 −5.31 −5.14 −4.36 29.50 −4.50 −4.86 −4.93
Ît8 −6.73 −5.02 −4.74 −5.25 −5.10 −4.64 −4.76 29.46 −4.41 −4.86
Ît9 −6.75 −5.00 −4.70 −5.23 −5.07 −4.64 −4.85 −4.52 29.55 −4.42
Ît10 −6.79 −5.06 −4.75 −5.30 −5.15 −4.69 −4.93 −5.01 −4.34 29.55

Multi-Scene Approaching Intersection
Result It1 It2 It3 It4 It5 It6

Ĩt1 28.10 −5.24 −5.50 −1.67 −3.29 −3.92
Ît2 −5.23 28.02 −6.11 −4.70 −3.21 −4.84
Ît3 −5.43 −6.03 27.97 −4.85 −4.53 −2.93
Ĩt4 −1.71 −4.73 −5.00 28.26 −2.25 −3.08
Ĩt5 −3.68 −3.24 −4.91 −2.76 28.21 −2.99
Ît6 −4.02 −4.91 −3.27 −3.13 −2.61 28.26

Multi-Scene Two Lane Merge
Result It1 It2 It3 It4 It5 It6

Ĩt1 28.27 −5.31 −6.41 28.23 −4.77 −5.42
Ĩt2 −5.22 28.23 −5.17 −5.27 −2.91 −4.01
Ît3 −6.32 −5.09 28.14 −6.33 −5.01 −4.28
Ĩt4 28.27 −5.27 −6.37 28.23 −4.72 −5.37
Ĩt5 −4.64 −2.73 −5.01 −4.71 28.08 −5.29
Ît6 −5.32 −4.02 −4.32 −5.33 −5.34 28.17

Hand-manipulation Object Reaching
Result It1 It2 It3 It4 It5 It6

Ĩt1 30.71 −10.74 −10.63 30.71 −9.81 −11.13
Ĩt2 −10.07 30.32 −9.25 −10.07 −10.88 −10.17
Ît3 −9.98 −9.11 30.37 −9.98 −10.78 −10.02
Ĩt4 30.66 −10.69 −10.58 30.66 −9.77 −11.09
Ĩt5 −8.19 −10.21 −10.1 −8.19 29.49 −9.99
Ît6 −10.96 −10.6 −10.49 −10.96 −11.08 30.67

Table 6: Complete PSNR values for fully observable predictions for all
CARLA datasets and the Hand-manipulation dataset. The table contains
PSNR values between the ground truth images and either a toggled image (marked
as Ĩti), or a predicted image from the NeRF decoder (marked as Îti). Toggled or
predicted images that correspond to the correct ground truth are bolded and have a
extremely high PSNR value, indicating high fidelity results. The PSNR values for in-
correct correspondances are replaced with the difference between the incorrect PSNR
and the bolded PSNR associated with a correct correspondance.
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(a) Single-Scene Intersection
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(c) Multi-Scene Two Lane Merge
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(d) Hand-manipulation

Fig. 12: Average train PSNR plot for all CARLA datasets and the hand-
manipulation dataset. The plot shows the increase in average training PSNR of all
images for each dataset, over the period of the training process.

D.3 Architecture Ablations

The results presented in Tab. 7 substantiate the benefits of our PC-VAE encoder
architecture compared to other formulations. Specifically, a non-conditional VAE
fails in SVM accuracy as it only reconstructs images and does not capture the un-
derlying 3D structures. Vanilla PC-VAE and PC-VAE without freezing weights
require careful fine-tuning of several hyper-parameters and don’t generalize well
to drastic camera movements. Our experiments show that our proposed model is
capable of sustaining stochastic characteristics via latent representations in the
presence of occlusion, while simultaneously ensuring precise reconstructions.
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Fig. 13: Multi-Scene dataset accuracy and recall curves from learned latents.
We test our framework across n = 1 and n = 50 samples from PC-VAE’s latent
distributions from ego-centric image input. Across the number of samples n, we achieve
an ideal margin of belief state coverage generated under partial observation (recall),
and the proportion of correct beliefs sampled under full observation (accuracy) for the
MDN to learn. As we significantly increase the number of samples, the accuracy starts
to decrease due to randomness in latent distribution resampling.

Encoder Architectures Train PSNR SVM Acc. NV PSNR

PC-VAE 26.30 75.20 25.24
PC-VAE w/o CL 26.24 70.60 24.80
Vanilla PC-VAE 26.02 25.70 24.65
PC-VAE w/o Freezing 24.57 5.80 24.60
PC-VAE w/ MobileNet 17.14 19.70 17.16

Vanilla VAE 24.15 10.60 11.43

Table 7: PC-VAE ablations. CARFF’s PC-VAE encoder outperforms other ar-
chitectures in image reconstruction and pose-conditioning. We evaluate on: PC-VAE
without Conv. Layer, PC-VAE with a vanilla encoder, PC-VAE without freezing ViT
weights, PC-VAE replacing ViT with MobileNet, and non pose-conditional VAE.
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