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Abstract. 3D lane detection and topology reasoning are essential tasks
in autonomous driving scenarios, requiring not only detecting the accu-
rate 3D coordinates on lane lines, but also reasoning the relationship be-
tween lanes and traffic elements. Current vision-based methods, whether
explicitly constructing BEV features or not, all establish the lane an-
chors/queries in 3D space while ignoring the 2D lane priors. In this study,
we propose Topo2D, a novel framework based on Transformer, leveraging
2D lane instances to initialize 3D queries and 3D positional embeddings.
Furthermore, we explicitly incorporate 2D lane features into the recog-
nition of topology relationships among lane centerlines and between lane
centerlines and traffic elements. Topo2D achieves 44.5% OLS on multi-
view topology reasoning benchmark OpenLane-V2 and 62.6% F-Socre
on single-view 3D lane detection benchmark OpenLane, exceeding the
performance of existing state-of-the-art methods. The codes are released
at https://github.com/homothetic/Topo2D.

Keywords: Autonomous Driving · 3D Lane Detection · Topology Rea-
soning

1 Introduction

3D lane detection, which focuses on detecting the accurate location of lanes, is
one of the key components in the applications of the Advanced Driver Assistance
System (ADAS). With the development and advancement of ADAS technology,
the emergence of higher-level assisted driving functions, such as Navigate on
Autopilot, has gradually shifted the demand for lane perception from 3D lane
detection to the online High-Definition (HD) map construction [7,12,16,17,20].
In addition to detecting lane segments, online HD map construction also requires
the identification of other static traffic elements, such as traffic lights and road
signs, and requires the topology between lane segments themselves as well as
between lanes and traffic elements [13,35].

No matter for 3D lane detection task or online HD map construction, de-
tecting 3D lanes is a critical component. Recent vision-based methods for lane
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Fig. 1: (a) Previous methods randomly initialize 3D lane queries in 3D space. (b)
Our method initializes 3D lane queries given 2D lane priors. (c) Comparison of lane
detection recall under different thresholds. In both 2D recall and 3D recall, our model
shows marked advancement relative to baseline MapTR [16] across various thresholds.

detection can be mainly grouped into two categories. The first stream focuses
on preserving 2D image features, leveraging interactions between predefined 3D
lane anchors (or queries) and 2D features for the final predictions [11,22,38]. For
example, Anchor3DLane [11] initializes various 3D lane anchors and projects
them onto 2D features using camera parameters, subsequently extracting fea-
tures through bilinear interpolation. Other methods, such as MapTR [16], ex-
plicitly construct bird’s-eye-view (BEV) features [5, 8, 9, 13, 16, 36]. They define
3D lane queries in the same BEV space and employ attention mechanisms [15,41]
for feature aggregation.

Though these methods have achieved remarkable performances, they all es-
tablish the lane anchors in 3D space while ignoring the 2D lane priors. In this
paper, we propose a new framework that leverages 2D lane priors to enhance
the performance of lane detection. As shown in Fig. 1a and Fig. 1b, instead of
adopting 3D queries initialized in 3D space, we utilize the 2D lane instances
obtained by a 2D lane decoder as 3D queries. This strategy is motivated by
an observation: lane detection within the 2D image space generally results in a
higher recall than detection in 3D. We conduct experiments on the OpenLane-
V2 [35] dataset, comparing the recall of MapTR and our method in both 2D
and 3D spaces. Our findings, illustrated in Fig. 1c, demonstrate that detecting
2D lanes in image space directly achieves 12% (78% vs. 66%) higher recall than
MapTR3. By integrating 2D priors, our method achieves a superior 3D recall
compared to MapTR.

The benefit of involving 2D lane priors is also proven in the task of topology
reasoning. Existing methods [13, 38] usually take two 3D queries and infer the
topology structures through the concatenated features of them. However, on the
one hand, the positional relationships of 2D lanes provide additional information

3 For 2D recall, we project 3D Ground Truth and the prediction of MapTR into the
image space for evaluation.
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for establishing topological relationships between 3D lanes. On the other hand,
since traffic elements are detected in images, the topology prediction of lanes and
traffic elements requires the incorporation of 2D lane positions. In our frame-
work, we explicitly incorporate 2D lane features into the prediction of topology
relationships.

Our framework, named Topo2D, enhances both lane detection and topology
reasoning capabilities by integrating 2D lane priors. The 2D and 3D lane detec-
tors are with similar transformer-based [34] architectures. For 3D lane detection,
we use the 2D lane query features and 2D coordinates obtained by the 2D lane
decoder to initialize the 3D lane queries and positional embeddings. For topol-
ogy prediction, we utilize a comprehensive approach that not only involves the
features from 3D lanes and traffic elements, but also integrates corresponding
2D lane features, thereby enhancing overall performance.

In summary, our contributions can be outlined as follows:

– We propose to initialize 3D lane queries and positional embeddings using 2D
lane priors, thereby enhancing 3D lane perception performance.

– We explicitly utilize 2D lane information to assist the model in better recog-
nizing the topology relationships among lane centerlines and between lane
centerlines and traffic elements.

– We validate our Topo2D on the multi-view topology reasoning benchmark
OpenLane-V2 [35] and the single-view 3D lane detection benchmark Open-
Lane [5]. Topo2D achieves state-of-the-art performance on both benchmarks.

2 Related Work

2.1 Lane Detection

The objective of 2D lane detection is to identify the precise location of lanes
in 2D images. Among various methods [14, 28, 33] developed for 2D lane detec-
tion, anchor-based approaches have risen to prominence for their simplicity and
efficiency. LineCNN [14] first proposes a novel representation method for lane
anchors and achieving end-to-end lane detection. Then, LaneATT [33] develops
anchor-based attention mechanism to gather global information. CLRNet [39]
iteratively refines initial anchors through feature pyramids.

Building upon 2D lane detection, 3D lane detection predicts the 3D spatial
coordinates of lanes. Early methods attempt to convert 2D image features into
BEV features based on the assumption of flat ground. 3D-LaneNet [8] utilizes In-
verse Perspective Mapping (IPM) to transform image features and then regresses
lane segments on the resulted BEV feature map. Gen-LaneNet [9] introduces vir-
tual top view based on IPM to achieve better perspective transformation.

However, flat ground assumption fails when encountering uphill/downhill
scenarios, which are common in real-world driving scenes. To remedy this issue,
PersFormer [5] employs Perspective Transformer to construct more robust BEV
features. Anchor3DLane [11] defines anchor lines in 3D space and aggregates
image features of lanes based on camera parameters, directly predicting the 3D
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lane lines. LATR [25] adds 3D positional embeddings to the images, constructing
image features that include 3D information, and designs lane-aware queries to
extract 3D features from the images.

2.2 High Definition (HD) Map Construction

Multi-view-based online HD map construction can be regarded as an extension
of the single-view-based 3D lane detection. In addition to detecting lanes, it
also requires other static semantic elements in surrounding environment, such as
pedestrian crossings and road boundaries. Conventionally HD map is constructed
offline with SLAM-based methods [29,30]. With the advancement in BEV repre-
sentation learning, recent studies [6, 27, 40] focus on predicting rasterized maps
through BEV semantic segmentation. However, compared to vectorized maps,
rasterized maps lack crucial instance-level information, such as lane structure,
which is essential for downstream tasks.

For constructing vectorized HD maps, HDMapNet [12] follows a semantic
segmentation-based approach. After generating BEV feature maps and obtain-
ing the segmentation results of map elements, HDMapNet distinguishes dif-
ferent instances through post-processing. To pursue an end-to-end approach,
VectorMapNet [20] models irregular map elements as a series of keypoints and
predicts ordered point sets through a polyline generator. MapTR [16] and Map-
TRv2 [17] represent each map element as a set of equivalently arranged points.
They propose hierarchical queries to simplify the task into a parallel regression
problem.

Unlike these methods that define anchors or queries in 3D space for 3D lane
perception, our Topo2D defines queries in 2D space and utilizes 2D priors such
as lane features and lane coordinates to assist the 3D lane detector. Thanks to
the 2D priors, the 3D lane detector learns more comprehensive image features,
resulting in enhanced performance.

2.3 Topology Reasoning

With the introduction of the OpenLane-V2 [35] dataset, topology reasoning in
driving scenes has attracted increasing attention. This task involves recognizing
the topologies among lanes and lanes with traffic elements (e.g., traffic lights and
road signs). TopoNet [13] employs a graph module to model the relationships
after separately detecting centerlines and traffic elements, refining the shape and
position of lanes using adjacent lanes and relevant traffic elements. TopoMLP [38]
abandons complex graph neural networks and instead employs simple Multilayer
Perceptrons (MLPs) to predict the relationships. Different from previous work,
in order to achieve better consistency with more reliable 2D detection results,
our Topo2D not only utilizes 3D lane features but also explicitly incorporates
2D lane features for topology relationship prediction.
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Fig. 2: The overall architecture of Topo2D. Given multi-view images, the images
are first input to backbone network and FPN to extract image features. The image
features are then fed into the subsequent 2D lane detector and 2D traffic element
detector. The 3D lane detector initializes 3D lane queries and 3D position embeddings
based on 2D lane priors and outputs 3D lane detection results. Finally, the 2D lane
features are fused with the 3D lane features, and their relationships are estimated based
on fused lane features and traffic element features.

3 Method

3.1 Overview

Fig. 2 shows the overall architecture of the proposed Topo2D. Topo2D can solve
multiple tasks within a single pipeline, including lane detection, traffic element
detection, lane-to-lane topology prediction, and lane-to-traffic element topology
prediction.

Given multi-view images I = {Ii ∈ R3×HI×WI |i = 1, 2, ..., NI} from NI

camera views, the images are input to the backbone network (e.g., ResNet-
50 [10]) and FPN [18] to extract multi-view multi-level 2D features F = {Fv

i ∈
RC×Hv

F×Wv
F |i = 1, 2, ..., NI ; v = 1, 2, ..., V }, where V is the number of FPN levels.

The lane detector consists of two stages, 2D lane detection and 3D lane detec-
tion, and finally outputs a fixed number of 3D lane instances {Li ∈ RNP×3|i =
1, 2, ..., l}, where NP is the point number of each instance. The traffic element
detector is based on Deformable DETR [41], which generates 2D bounding boxes
of traffic elements {Ti ∈ R4|i = 1, 2, ..., t} from the front camera view. MLP-
based topology prediction head receives features extracted by the detectors to
predict the connectivity Gll ∈ Rl×l among lanes and indication relationships
Glt ∈ Rl×t between traffic elements and lanes. The details will be described in
the following sections.

3.2 Lane Detector

In Topo2D, the 2D lane detector is first applied to each image to localize lane
instances in the perspective views. Based on the detection results, we initialize
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3D lane queries which comprise appearance features and positional embeddings
derived from 2D lanes. The appearance features are generated from 2D lane
features and the positional embeddings are initialized from 2D lane coordinates.
These lane-related geometric and semantic information help better associate
relevant features in the subsequent self-attention and cross-attention modules.
The 3D lane detection part is built with a DETR-style [4] decoder, where the 3D
lane queries interact with image features and output 3D lane coordinates after
query updates.

2D Lane Detection. We denote a 2D lane L2d
i ∈ RNP×2 as NP points along

side the 2D lane. In each camera view, we define a set of instance-level queries
{Qins

i }NL
i=1 and a set of point-level queries {Qpt

j }NP
j=1, following the practice of

MapTR [16]. So all lanes can be represented as a set of hierarchical queries
Q2d = {Q2d

ij |i = 1, ..., NL; j = 1, ..., NP }, where:

Q2d
ij = Qins

i +Qpt
j . (1)

Within each 2D lane decoder layer, the hierarchical queries go through a
self-attention module, a cross-attention module, and a feed-forward network se-
quentially to update features. In the self-attention module, we adopt vanilla
multi-head attention [34] to exchange information among hierarchical queries.
In the cross-attention module, we adopt multi-scale deformable attention [41]
to aggregate information from extracted image features. This process can be
formulated as:

X = LN(MultiHeadAttn(Q2d,P2d)) +Q2d, (2)

X̂ = LN(MSDeformAttn(X,F)) +X, (3)

Q̂2d = LN(FFN(X̂)) + X̂, (4)

where P2d is 2D positional embedding as used in DETR [4].
The prediction heads consist of a classification branch and a point regression

branch. The classification branch predicts the probability of the lane instance
belonging to a specific class:

S2d
i = Linear(AvgPooling({Q̂2d

ij }
NP
j=1)), (5)

and the point regression branch predicts the 2D coordinates of lane points L2d
i =

{L2d
ij }

NP
j=1 ∈ RNP×2 in the image space:

L2d
ij = Linear(Q̂2d

ij ). (6)

3D Lane Query Initialization. We directly use the updated 2D lane features
Q̂2d after the 2D lane decoder as the appearance features Q3d of the 3D lane
queries. Additionally, we generate 3D positional embeddings based on the pre-
dicted 2D lane coordinates. Specifically, we use a camera ray to represent each
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Fig. 3: Illustration of topology prediction heads. First, we embed the 2D lane in-
stance queries using MLPs, and add them with the embedded 3D lane instance queries.
Then we concatenate the lane queries with each other in pairs, as well as the lane
queries with the traffic element queries in pairs, to predict the topology relationships.
Additionally, for lane-lane topology, we incorporate embeddings of the 3D coordinates
of lane points, while for lane-traffic element topology, we incorporate embeddings of
camera parameters.

2D lane point in the 3D coordinate system. Following PETR [21], the camera
rays are discretized to generate a set of points, where each point can be repre-
sented as pcam

ijk = (uij×dk, vij×dk, dk). (uij , vij) is the 2D lane point coordinate
in the image space and {dk}Dk=1 are the pre-defined depth values along the axis
orthogonal to the image plane. pcam

ijk in the camera coordinate system is then
transformed to pijk in the world coordinate system using camera parameters. Fi-
nally, we concatenate pijk and feed them into an MLP to produce 3D positional
embeddings:

P3d
ij = MLP(Concat({pijk}Dk=1)). (7)

3D Lane Detection. Given the appearance features Q3d and positional em-
beddings P3d of 3D lane queries, the 3D lane detector iteratively refines the ap-
pearance features. The structure of 3D lane detector is similar to the 2D counter
part, but the cross-attention module is implemented with a global multi-head
attention to aggregate 3D lane features:

Y = LN(MultiHeadAttn(Q3d,P3d)) +Q3d, (8)

Ŷ = LN(MultiHeadAttn(Y,F)) +Y, (9)

Q̂3d = LN(FFN(Ŷ)) + Ŷ. (10)

Then, similar to Eq. (5) and Eq. (6), the prediction heads predict instance class
score S3d

i and 3D coordinates L3d
i = {L3d

ij }
NP
j=1 ∈ RNP×3 based on Q̂3d.

3.3 Topology Reasoning

We use deformable DETR [41] as the traffic element detector to output bounding
boxes and corresponding features {Q̂T

i }ti=1 of the traffic elements in the front
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view. After obtaining lane and traffic element detection results, 2D lane infor-
mation is explicitly incorporated in this process to boost the performance of
topology inference.

On one hand, 2D lane segments significantly contribute to the inference of
the connectivity among lane instances. On the other hand, since traffic elements
are inherently captured in the image space, 2D lane information facilitates more
accurate alignments with traffic element information.

Specifically, we first utilize average pooling operation to convert hierarchical
queries into instance queries {Q̄3d

i }li=1 and {Q̄2d
i }li=1, where l = NI ×NL. After

that, we embed the 2D lane queries using MLPs and add them with embed 3D
lane queries:

QL
i = MLP(Q̄3d

i ) + MLP(Q̄2d
i ). (11)

Then, we also embed the 3d lane coordinates L3d
i using MLPs:

L̃3d
i = MLP(Flatten(L3d

i )). (12)

As illustrated in Fig. 3, the lane-lane topology reasoning branch predicts the
connection among 3D lanes:

Gll
mn = MLP(Concat(QL

m + L̃3d
m ;QL

n + L̃3d
n )), (13)

where QL
m, L̃3d

m and QL
n , L̃3d

n denote the features and coordinate embeddings
of the mth and nth lane. The lane-traffic element topology reasoning branch
predicts the topology relationship between 3D lanes and traffic elements:

H̃ = MLP(Flatten(H[: 3, :])), (14)

Glt
mn = MLP(Concat(QL

m + H̃;MLP(Q̂T
n ))), (15)

where H denotes a standard 4 × 4 transformation matrix between 3D world
coordinate system and 2D image coordinate system. QL

m and Q̂T
n denote the

features of the mth lane and nth traffic element, respectively.

3.4 Loss Function

Our total loss function is defined as follows:

Ltotal = L2d-lane + L3d-lane + Lt + Ltopo-ll + Ltopo-lt, (16)

where L2d-lane and L3d-lane are lane detection losses. Both of them adopt the
focal loss [19] for classification and L1 loss for lane points regression. Lt is traffic
element detection loss, including focal loss, L1 loss and GIoU loss. The lane-lane
topology loss Ltopo-ll and lane-traffic topology loss Ltopo-lt are focal losses for
binary classification. We omit the weight for each loss for brevity. The details
are presented in the supplementary materials.
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4 Experiments

4.1 Datasets and Metrics

To evaluate the proposed method, we conduct experiments on two benchmarks:
the multi-view topology reasoning benchmark OpenLane-V2 [35] and the single-
view 3D lane detection benchmark OpenLane [5].

OpenLane-V2 [35] is a large-scale perception and reasoning dataset for driv-
ing scenes. It comprises two subsets, subset_A and subset_B, developed from
Argoverse2 [37] and nuScenes [2] respectively. We utilize only subset_A due to
the lack of height information in subset_B. OpenLane-V2 subset_A comprises
1000 scenes annotated at 2Hz, with each frame containing images from 7 views.

The evaluation metrics consist of four components: DETl and DETt measure
the instance-level performance of centerline and traffic element using mean aver-
age precision (mAP). Specifically, DETl employs the Frechét distance to quantify
similarity, averaging over matching thresholds set at {1.0m, 2.0m, 3.0m}, while
DETt employs Intersection over Union (IoU) and computes the average over dif-
ferent traffic categories. For topology reasoning metrics, TOPll and TOPlt are
mAP metrics adapted from the graph domain4. To evaluate the overall effect of
detection and topology reasoning, the OpenLane-V2 Score (OLS) is computed
as follows:

OLS =
1

4
[DETl + DETt + f(TOPll) + f(TOPlt)], (17)

where f is a scale function to emphasize the task of topology reasoning.
In addition, to better evaluate the lane detection results and compare them

with previous lane detection methods, OpenLane-V2 [35] also provides a lane
related metric DETl,chamfer, which utilizes the Chamfer distance as the similar-
ity measure and computes average over matching thresholds set at {0.5m, 1.0m,
1.5m}.

OpenLane [5] is a 3D lane detection benchmark constructed upon the Waymo
open dataset [32]. This dataset comprises 1000 segments, consisting of 200K
frames. Each frame contains only front view images with a resolution of 1280×
1920. OpenLane includes 880K lane annotations distributed across 14 categories.

During the evaluation process, predictions and ground-truths are matched via
minimum cost flow, where pairwise costs are defined as the square root of the
sum of squared point-to-point distances. A prediction is considered true positive
(TP) if more than 75% of the predicted points are within a distance threshold
(i.e., 1.5m) from the ground-truth points. Based on this definition, the maxi-
mum F1 score is further computed, and x/z errors are calculated separately for

4 The metrics for TOP scores have been updated. We use the updated metrics in our
evaluation as suggested by OpenLane-V2.

https://github.com/OpenDriveLab/OpenLane-V2/blob/master/docs/metrics.md
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Table 1: Comparison on topology reasoning task on OpenLane-V2 subset_A.
The reported results of state-of-art methods are from TopoNet [13].

Method Backbone Epoch OLS ↑ DETl ↑ DETt ↑ TOPll ↑ TOPlt ↑

STSU [3] ResNet-50 24e 29.3 12.7 43.0 2.9 19.8
VectorMapNet [20] ResNet-50 24e 24.9 11.1 41.7 2.7 9.2
MapTR [16] ResNet-50 24e 31.0 17.7 43.5 5.9 15.1
TopoNet [13] ResNet-50 24e 39.8 28.6 48.6 10.9 23.8
Topo2D (Ours) ResNet-50 24e 44.5 29.1 50.6 22.3 26.2

Table 2: Comparison on centerline detection task without incorporating traffic
elements on OpenLane-V2 subset_A.

Method Trained w/. Topo DETl ↑ DETl,chamfer ↑

VectorMapNet [20] × 12.7 10.3
MapTR [16] × 10.0 21.7
Topo2D (Ours) × 26.6 31.0
STSU [3] ✓ 14.2 13.8
TopoNet [13] ✓ 27.7 27.4
Topo2D (Ours) ✓ 28.8 32.4

near distance (0-40 meters) and far distance (40-100 meters). Additionally, cate-
gory accuracy is reported, which computes the proportion of correctly predicted
categories to all TP predictions.

4.2 Implementation Details

We use ResNet-50 [10] as backbone networks, followed by FPN [18] to generate
multi-level features. In the lane detector, we set 20 instance queries and 11
point queries in each camera view. Both the 2D and 3D decoders contain 6
decoder layers. The 2D lane ground-truths are obtained by projecting 3D lane
ground-truths to each view and cropping the visible parts of each lane. The loss
weights for classification and regression are set to 2.0 and 5.0, respectively. We
use Deformable DETR [41] as the traffic element detector. The loss weights for
classification, regression, and GIoU are set to 2.0, 5.0 and 2.0. Both the topology
reasoning branches comprise a three-layer MLP, with a loss weight set to 5.0. We
use AdamW [24] optimizer with a weight decay rate of 0.01, and use the cosine
annealing policy [23] for learning rate adjustment. HSV augmentation and grid
mask [31] are used during training. All the experiments are conducted on eight
A100 GPUs. More details are given in the supplementary materials.

4.3 Comparison on OpenLane-V2 Dataset

We first compare the performance on the topology reasoning task. Tab. 1 shows
the results on OpenLane-V2 subset_A. Our Topo2D achieves 44.5% OLS when
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Table 3: Comparison with state-of-art methods on OpenLane validation set.
Cate-Acc represents category accuracy.

Method F-Score↑ Cate-Acc↑ X-Near↓ X-Far↓ Z-Near↓ Z-Far↓

3D-LaneNet [8] 44.1 - 0.479 0.572 0.367 0.443
Gen-LaneNet [9] 32.3 - 0.593 0.494 0.140 0.195
PersFormer [5] 50.5 89.5 0.319 0.325 0.112 0.141
CurveFormer [1] 50.5 - 0.340 0.772 0.207 0.651
Anchor3DLane [11] 53.7 90.9 0.276 0.311 0.107 0.138
BEVLaneDet [36] 58.4 - 0.309 0.659 0.244 0.631
PETRv2 [22] 61.2 - 0.400 0.573 0.265 0.413
LATR [25] 61.9 92.0 0.219 0.259 0.075 0.104
Topo2D (Ours) 62.6 94.0 0.226 0.244 0.088 0.111

using ResNet-50 for training 24 epochs, surpassing other state-of-the-art meth-
ods. In terms of topology related metrics, compared to TopoNet, we achieve a
11.4% improvement in TOPll and a 2.4% improvement in TOPlt.

It is noteworthy that some previous multi-view 3D lane detection methods
choose to use Chamfer distance to evaluate the performance of unordered lane
detection [16,20]. To have a more comprehensive comparison, we also provide the
comparison of centerline detection task under the same evaluation protocol, as
marked by DETl,chamfer in Tab. 2. Topo2D achieves an improvement of 10.7% on
DETl,chamfer compared to MapTR when training without topology prediction
and an improvement of 5.0% compared to TopoNet with topology reasoning.

We further investigate why our method achieves a higher improvement on
DETl,chamfer compared to DETl. DETl is based on Fréchet distance, treating
the lane as a directed line, while DETl,chamfer uses the Chamfer distance, treat-
ing the lane as a set of points. DETl is more sensitive to the position of each
point, especially the starting point and the ending point. For instance, distant
lanes (orange box in Fig. 4b) often occupy fewer pixels in the 2D image, which
can cause predicted 3D lanes that align well with ground truths except for less
precise starting/ending points. For those lanes, a Fréchet distance-based metric
is easier to treat them as false positives compared to a Chamfer distance-based
metric.

4.4 Comparison on OpenLane Dataset

We present the main results on OpenLane validation set in Tab. 3. Compared
to the state-of-the-art method LATR, Topo2D achieves an improvement of 0.7%
in F-Score and 2.0% in category accuracy with similar x/z errors (±1.5cm),
demonstrating its performance in accurately detecting 3D lanes. We also pro-
vide the performance comparison under different scenarios in the supplementary
materials.
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Table 4: Ablation studies on OpenLane-V2 subset_A. All the experiments use
ResNet-50 as backbone and train for 24 epochs.

2D Rand. DETl ↑ DETl,chamfer ↑ TOPll ↑

✓ 24.7 28.8 19.1
✓ 28.8 32.4 22.4
✓ ✓ 26.8 31.7 22.0

(a) Initialization method for 3D queries.

Num. DETl ↑ DETl,chamfer ↑ TOPll ↑

10 21.4 25.9 12.9
20 28.8 32.4 22.4
30 27.8 31.8 21.3

(b) Number of instance queries.

Method DETl ↑ DETl,chamfer ↑ TOPll ↑

2D 28.8 32.4 22.4
3D 23.8 27.9 17.6

(c) Design of 2D lane ground truths.

Query DETl ↑ DETl,chamfer ↑ TOPll ↑

Ins. 25.8 30.1 21.2
Hie. 28.8 32.4 22.4

(d) Design of 3D lane queries.

3D Proj. 2D OLS ↑ DETl ↑ DETt ↑ TOPll ↑ TOPlt ↑

✓ 43.8 28.6 50.9 21.5 24.5
✓ ✓ 44.1 28.8 50.7 21.8 25.3
✓ ✓ ✓ 44.5 29.1 50.6 22.3 26.2

(e) Impact of adding 2D information.

4.5 Ablation Study

In this section, we conduct ablation experiments on OpenLane-V2 subset_A. All
the models are trained for 24 epochs with ResNet-50 [10] as backbone network.
For modules specifically related to lane detection, we conduct experiments on
centerline topology task without incorporating traffic elements, and compare the
results on DETl, DETl,chamfer and TOPll.

Initialization method for 3D queries. To evaluate the effectiveness of the
2D-based initialization, we conduct experiments employing various initialization
methods for 3D lane queries. As demonstrated in Tab. 4a, compared to random
initialization in 3D space, our proposed 2D-based initialization method signif-
icantly enhances performance (28.8% vs. 24.7% on DETl). Additionally, when
mixing these two types of 3D lane queries while maintaining a constant num-
ber of queries, we observe a decline in performance. It is noted that 3D lane
queries with random initialization tended to match only relatively simple in-
stances, leaving the more complex instances to those queries initialized with 2D
lane priors.

Number of instance queries. In Tab. 4b, we configure the number of in-
stance queries for each view to be 10, 20, and 30, respectively. Given the large
number of lanes present in complex intersection scenes, the model’s performance
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(a) (b)

Fig. 4: Visualization of 2D and 3D lane detection results on OpenLane-V2
subset_A. (a) is an intersection scene and our method accurately detects the positions
of all centerlines in this scene. (b) is a failure case where our method predicts centerlines
that align well with ground truths except for less precise starting/ending points. Ground
truths are showed in red, while predictions are showed in green. Best viewed in color.

declines when the query number is set to 10. Conversely, increasing the query
number to 30 introduces a higher proportion of negative samples, which could
negatively impact the training process, leading to slight performance degrada-
tion. Consequently, we set the query number to 20 as the default setting in our
experiments.

Design of 2D lane ground-truths. Considering that instances in the 3D scene
may not entirely appear within a single 2D view, we compare the performance
under different designs for 2D lane ground-truths. When using the 2D sampling
method, for each view, we project the visible parts of 3D lanes onto the image,
and perform equidistant sampling on the image to generate 2D lane ground-
truths. When using the 3D sampling method, we equidistantly sample the entire
3D lanes in the 3D space and project all points onto the image. The 2D lane
detector not only detects the point coordinates but also predicts their visibility
status in current view. The differences of these two methods are more notable in
farther distance. Experimental results in Tab. 4c show that when using the 2D
sample method, the training of the 2D lane detector is more stable, resulting in
better detection performance.

Instance query vs. hierarchical query. Before detecting 3D lanes, we also
attempt to fuse hierarchical 2D lane queries into instance 3D lane queries using
MLPs:

Q3d
i = MLP(Concat({Q̂2d

ij }
NP
j=1)). (18)

Each instance query predicts the coordinates of all points on this lane instance. In
Tab. 4d, experiment results indicate that this fusion approach makes it difficult
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GT Topo2DGT Topo2D

Fig. 5: Visualization of topology reasoning results on OpenLane-V2 subset_A.
Left: Lane-traffic element topology. Right: Lane-lane topology. Ground truths are
showed in red, while predictions are showed in green. Best viewed in color.

Fig. 6: Visualization under different scenarios on OpenLane validation set.

for the 3D lane instance queries to locate the corresponding image features during
cross attention module, resulting in sub-optimal performance.

Impact of adding 2D information. We evaluate the impact of adding 2D
information into the topology reasoning task. As illustrated in Tab. 4e, directly
adding the projection matrix from 3D world coordinate to 2D image coordi-
nate benefits the prediction of lane-traffic element topology. Introducing extra
2D query features results in further enhancements in both TOPll and TOPlt,
verifying the value of adding 2D information for effective topology reasoning.

4.6 Visualization

Fig. 4a and Fig. 5 show our lane detection and topology prediction results on
OpenLane-V2 [35]. It can be observed that even in intersections without visual
lane cues, our 2D lane detector still detect most of the centerlines, providing
high-recall lane candidates for the 3D lane detector. We also visualize the results
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on the OpenLane [5] dataset, as shown in Fig. 6. More qualitative results are
included in the supplementary materials.

5 Conclusion

This paper proposes a new framework Topo2D for lane detection and topology
reasoning. By initializing 3D lane queries based on 2D lane priors, the 3D lane
detector learns more comprehensive image features, achieving higher detection
recall rate. We further explicitly incorporate 2D lane features into the prediction
of the topological structure. Experimental results show that our Topo2D out-
performs previous state-of-the-art methods on multi-view topology reasoning
benchmark OpenLane-V2 and single-view 3D lane detection benchmark Open-
Lane.
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Appendix

A More Implementation Details

For the 2D lane detector, in order to adapt to the arbitrary shape of 2D lanes,
we add an edge direction loss [16] to supervise the geometrical shape with a
loss weight set to 0.005. In addition, we add an auxiliary segmentation head to
predict 2D lane instance masks on OpenLane [5] dateset. The segmentation loss
is defined as:

Lseg = Lobj + Ldice + Lpixel, (19)

where Lobj, Ldice and Lpixel are binary cross entropy loss for the IoU-aware
objectness, dice loss [26] and pixel-wise binary cross entropy loss for segmentation
mask, respectively. The loss weights for Lobj, Ldice and Lpixel are set to 1.0, 2.0
and 5.0. For the predictions of the lane detector and traffic element detector,
we use bipartite matching to assign ground truths. This matching results are
directly used for topology reasoning loss.

For the OpenLane-V2 dataset [35], the front view images are first cropped and
padded to match the size of other views. Then all images are resized to 775×1024
with a scaling factor of 0.5. The batch size is 8 with an initial learning rate of
3e-4. For the OpenLane [5] dataset, all input images are resized to 800 × 1024.
The structure of the lane detection model is similar to the centerline detection
model used on OpenLane-V2 [35]. The batch size is 32 with an initial learning
rate of 2e-4.

Our 2D-based initialization method utilizes a 6-layer 2D lane decoder and a
6-layer 3D lane decoder. In the ablation experiments exploring various initial-
ization methods for 3D lane queries, to ensure fairness in comparison, we set the
3D lane decoder to 12 layers when employing the random initialization method.

B Quantitative Results

B.1 Comparison on OpenLane-V2 Dataset

We provide the performance of topology reasoning task using metrics before
updating. As depicted in Tab. 5, our method achieves 37.8% OLS, indicating a
2.2% improvement compared to TopoNet [13].

B.2 Comparison on OpenLane Dataset

We provide the performance comparison under different scenarios in Tab. 6.
Topo2D outperforms LATR [25] across most scenarios. Specifically, we observe
that our model performs more accurate lane detection under scenarios such as
Extreme Weather and Night, where identifying 2D lane features becomes par-
ticularly challenging. This is due to our 2D lane queries extracting more com-
prehensive image information, allowing the 3D queries based on 2D lane prior
to better locate lane features in the 3D lane decoder, achieving more accurate
predictions of lane point positions.
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Table 5: Comparison on topology reasoning task on OpenLane-V2 subset_A.
The reported results of state-of-art methods are from TopoNet [13].

Method Backbone Epoch OLS ↑ DETl ↑ DETt ↑ TOPll ↑ TOPlt ↑

STSU [3] ResNet-50 24e 25.4 12.7 43.0 0.5 15.1
VectorMapNet [20] ResNet-50 24e 20.8 11.1 41.7 0.4 5.9
MapTR [16] ResNet-50 24e 26.0 17.7 43.5 1.1 10.4
TopoNet [13] ResNet-50 24e 35.6 28.6 48.6 4.1 20.3
Topo2D (Ours) ResNet-50 24e 37.8 29.1 50.6 6.6 21.1

Table 6: Comparison with state-of-art methods on OpenLane validation set.

Up & Extreme MergeMethod All Down Curve Weather Night Intersection & Split

3D-LaneNet [8] 44.1 40.8 46.5 47.5 41.5 32.1 41.7
Gen-LaneNet [9] 32.3 25.4 33.5 28.1 18.7 21.4 31.0
PersFormer [5] 50.5 42.4 55.6 48.6 46.6 40.0 50.7
CurveFormer [1] 50.5 45.2 56.6 49.7 49.1 42.9 45.4
Anchor3DLane [11] 53.7 46.7 57.2 52.5 47.8 45.4 51.2
BEVLaneDet [36] 58.4 48.7 63.1 53.4 53.4 50.3 53.7
LATR [25] 61.9 55.2 68.2 57.1 55.4 52.3 61.5
Topo2D (Ours) 62.6 55.5 67.7 59.1 57.4 52.4 62.5

C Qualitative Results

For the OpenLane-V2 [35] dateset, we visualize the 2D lane detection results for
all camera views in Fig. 7. Additionally, to validate the robust performance of our
method in topology reasoning task, we visualize lane-lane topology prediction
results across more diverse scenarios in Fig. 8. It can be observed that even
in highly complex scenarios, Topo2D consistently provides accurate predictions
of road topology structures. For the OpenLane [5] dataset, more visualization
results are presented in Fig. 9.
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Fig. 7: Visualization of 2D and 3D lane detection results on OpenLane-V2
subset_A. Ground truths are showed in red, while predictions are showed in green.
Best viewed in color.

GT Topo2D GT Topo2D GT Topo2D

Fig. 8: Visualization of lane-lane topology reasoning results on OpenLane-V2
subset_A. Ground truths are showed in red, while predictions are showed in green.
Best viewed in color.

Fig. 9: Visualization under different scenarios on OpenLane validation set.
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