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Abstract— Constructing high-definition (HD) maps is a cru-
cial requirement for enabling autonomous driving. In recent
years, several map segmentation algorithms have been de-
veloped to address this need, leveraging advancements in
Bird’s-Eye View (BEV) perception. However, existing models
still encounter challenges in producing realistic and consistent
semantic map layouts. One prominent issue is the limited
utilization of structured priors inherent in map segmentation
masks. In light of this, we propose DiffMap, a novel approach
specifically designed to model the structured priors of map
segmentation masks using latent diffusion model. By incor-
porating this technique, the performance of existing semantic
segmentation methods can be significantly enhanced and certain
structural errors present in the segmentation outputs can be
effectively rectified. Notably, the proposed module can be seam-
lessly integrated into any map segmentation model, thereby
augmenting its capability to accurately delineate semantic infor-
mation. Furthermore, through extensive visualization analysis,
our model demonstrates superior proficiency in generating
results that more accurately reflect real-world map layouts,
further validating its efficacy in improving the quality of the
generated maps.

I. INTRODUCTION

HD maps are essential for facilitating accurate environ-
mental understanding and precise navigation in autonomous
vehicles. However, the manual construction of these maps is
a laborious and complex process. To address this challenge,
the integration of map construction into the BEV (Bird’s-
Eye View) perception task has gained considerable attention.
Current research regards the construction of rasterized HD
maps as a segmentation task in the BEV space, primarily
involving architectures similar to FCNs [1] (Fully Convo-
lutional Networks) with segmentation heads after obtaining
the BEV features. For instance, in short-range perception,
HDMapNet [2] encodes sensor features through LSS [3]
and then employs multi-branch FCNs for semantic seg-
mentation, instance detection, and direction prediction to
construct the map. For long-range map construction, Su-
perFusion [4] follows the similar pipeline with camera and
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Fig. 1. (a) shows the problems of the traditional bev map segmentation
model, (b) shows the prediction result of our model which effectively
corrects the previous structural problems and is closer to the ground truth
in (c).

LiDAR fusion mechanisms. Despite ongoing improvements
in map segmentation, the pixel-based classification approach
of segmentation exhibits inherent limitations, including the
potential neglect of specific category attributes, which can
lead to issues such as distorted and interrupted dividers,
blurred pedestrian crossings, and other types of artifacts and
noise, as shown in Fig.1 (a). These problems not only affect
the structural accuracy of the map but could also directly
impact downstream path planning modules of autonomous
driving systems.

Hence, it is desirable for the model to consider the
structural prior information of HD maps such as the parallel
and straight nature of lane lines. However, capturing such
properties of HD map elements proves challenging when
optimizing the classification loss in discriminative segmen-
tation models. Conversely, generative models have exhibited
their ability to capture the realism and inherent characteristics
of images. Notably, the LDM (Latent Diffusion Model)
[5] has demonstrated significant potential in high fidelity
image generation and has proven effective in tasks related to
segmentation enhancement [6], [7]. By incorporating control
variables [8], the generation of images can be further guided
to meet specific control requirements. As a result, applying
the generative model to capture the map structural prior
has great potential to reduce the segmentation artifact and
improve in the map construction performance.

Therefore, we propose to use a modified LDM as an
enhancement module to model map structured prior for
existing segmentation models. We design a network named
DiffMap, which not only learns the map prior through a
process of adding and removing noise, but also integrates
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BEV features from classic BEV feature extraction networks
as control signals to ensure that the outputs match the current
frame observations. Our experimental results demonstrate
that this module can effectively generate a more smooth
and reasonable map segmentation while greatly reduce the
artifacts, therefore improving the overall map construction
performance. This is the first study to incorporate a LDM
model into map prior modeling and use as a plug-and-play
module to enhance any map segmentation task. We plan to
share all our code and data to facilitate further research and
application in the community.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Semantic map construction

In traditional HD maps construction, semantic maps are
typically manually or semi-automatically annotated based on
the LiDAR point clouds. This involves using SLAM-based
algorithms [9], [10] to build globally consistent maps, with
semantic annotations manually added to the maps. However,
this approach is time-consuming and labor-intensive, and it
presents challenges in terms of updating the maps, thereby
limiting scalability and real-time performance. HDMapNet
[2] pioneered a method for dynamically constructing local se-
mantic maps using onboard sensors. It encodes LiDAR point
clouds and surround-view image features into BEV space,
and decodes with three different heads. Finally produces a
vectorized local semantic map with post-processing. . Super-
Fusion [4], in contrast, focuses on constructing long-range
high-precision semantic maps, leveraging LiDAR depth for
enhancing image depth estimation and employing image
features to guide remote LiDAR feature prediction. And then
employs a map detection head akin to HDMapNet to get
semantic maps. MachMap [11] divides the task into line
detection of polylines and instance segmentation of polygons
and uses postprocessing to refine the mask to obtain the
final result. The subsequent work [12]–[15] explores end-to-
end online mapping and gets the direct vectorized HD map.
Dynamic construction of semantic maps without manual
annotation effectively reduces the construction cost.

However, due to potential issues such as occlusion and
malfunction of onboard sensors, coupled with susceptibility
to adverse weather conditions, their uncertainty poses a series
of safety concerns for autonomous vehicles. This signifi-
cantly hampers the widespread adoption and application of
semantic map segmentation tasks.

B. Diffusion model for segmentation and detection

Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models (DDPMs) [16]
is a class of generative models based on Markov chains,
which has demonstrated outstanding performance in fields
such as image generation. Nowadays, DDPMs has gradually
expanded its application to various tasks including seg-
mentation and detection. SegDiff [17] applies the diffusion
model to address image segmentation tasks, where the UNet
encoder used in the diffusion model is further decoupled into
three modules: E, F, and G. Modules G and F encode the
input image I and segmentation map Xt, respectively, which

are then merged by addition in E to iteratively refine the
segmentation map. DDPMS [6] produces an initial prediction
prior with base segmentation models, and refines the prior
with diffusion model. DiffusionDet [18] extends the diffusion
model to the object detection framework, modeling object
detection as a denoising diffusion process from noisy boxes
to object boxes. Diffusion is also utilized in the field of
autonomous driving, such as in the case of MagicDrive [19],
where it is applied in the synthesis of street views guided
by geometric constraints and Motiondiffuser [20] extends
the diffusion model to the multi-agent motion prediction
problems.

The above work demonstrates the scalability of the dif-
fusion model in segmentation, detection, and other fields.
In semantic maps construction, the generative effect of the
diffusion model can effectively complement the uncertainty
introduced by sensor information. Yet, there has been no
prior work applying the diffusion model to semantic map
construction.

C. Map prior

There are currently several methods to enhance model
robustness and reduce uncertainty in onboard sensors by
leveraging prior information, including explicit standard map
information and implicit temporal information. MapLite2.0
[21] utilizes a Standard Definition (SD) prior map as a start-
ing point and incorporates onboard sensors to infer the local
HD map in real time. MapEx [22] and SMERF [23] utilize
standard map data to improve lane perception and topological
understanding. SMERF [23] employs a Transformer-based
standard map encoder to encode lane lines and lane types,
and then computes cross-attention between the standard
map information and sensor-based bird’s-eye view (BEV)
features, integrating the standard map information. NMP
[24] provides long-term memory capabilities for autonomous
vehicles by integrating past map prior data with current
perception data. MapPrior [25] combines discriminative and
generative models, where preliminary predictions are gener-
ated based on existing models and encoded as priors into
the discrete latent space of the generative model during the
prediction stage. The generative model is then used to refine
the predictions. PreSight [26] involves optimizing a city-
scale neural radiance field using data from previous journeys
to generate neural priors, enhancing online perception in
subsequent navigations.

While the mentioned methods can improve the perfor-
mance of map segmentation networks to some extent, there
is a lack of research specifically focused on enhancing the
prior structure of maps. Further exploration in this area is
necessary.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Preliminaries

DDPMs are a type of generative models that leverage
diffusion processes to approximate the underlying data dis-
tribution p(x). They function by systematically removing
noise from a variable that is normally distributed, echoing the



reverse operation of a Markov Chain of predetermined length
T . Within DDPMs, the transformation from a clean initial
data distribution x0 to a noisy dataset xT is accomplished
through a series of conditional probabilities q(xt|xt−1), with
q denoting the noise introduction process. At each step t,
noise is added according to the following specification:

q(xt|xt−1) = N (xt;
√

1− βtxt−1, βtI) (1)

The term βt is the regulator of the noise level, N signifies
a normal distribution, and I is the identity matrix. The
final result of this progression is that xT becomes indistinct
from random noise. The subsequent denoising mechanism
is an iterative reconstruction from xT to x0, driven by a
denoising network ϵθ that estimates and progressively refines
the clean data points from the noise. The denoising function
is described by the equation:

pθ(xt−1|xt) = N (xt−1;µθ(xt, t),Σθ(xt, t)) (2)

Here, µθ and Σθ denote the mean and covariance estimated
by the denoising network ϵθ, respectively.

In a similar vein, Latent Diffusion Models (LDMs) adopt
an incremental denoising approach yet operate within a more
compact and efficient latent space. This reduced space strips
away high-frequency details that are typically imperceptible,
allowing the model to focus on capturing the core semantic
features of the data. This efficiency makes the latent space
a more fitting arena for training likelihood-based generative
models, as opposed to the computationally demanding high-
dimensional pixel space. The objective function for LDMs
is articulated as follows:

LLDM = Ex,ϵ∼N (0,1),t

[
∥ϵ− ϵθ(zt, t)∥2

]
(3)

Through this formulation, the LDMs’ denoising core, rep-
resented by ϵθ, is instantiated as a time-conditioned UNet.
With the noise induction process being deterministic, zt is
efficiently obtained from ϵ during training, and the model
is capable of generating images from p(z) in a single
forward pass through the network D. This approach not
only enhances the image synthesis efficiency but also ensures
the production of high-fidelity images with significantly
lower computational costs during both training and inference
stages.

Besides, the integration of a conditional denoising function
ϵθ(zt, t, y) within these models allows for the controlled
synthesis process when influenced by various input forms
y, including textual annotations, semantic maps, and the
broader domain of image-to-image translations. The condi-
tional LDM is learned through a process that focuses on
the interplay between the conditioning input and the latent
representation, which is reflected in the objective function:

LLDM = Ex,y,ϵ∼N (0,1),t

[∥∥ϵ− ϵθ(zt, t, τθ(y))
∥∥2] (4)

This configuration ensures that τθ and ϵθ are jointly
optimized, showcasing the adaptability of the conditioning

mechanism. Such a system can be enriched with specialized
knowledge for various domains, for example, by incorporat-
ing transformer models for text-based prompts.

B. Architecture

We propose DiffMap as a decoder to incorporate the
diffusion model into semantic map segmentation models.
The overall framework of DiffMap is illustrated in Fig. 2.
The model takes surrounding multi-view images and LiDAR
point clouds as inputs, encodes them into BEV space and get
the fused BEV features. DiffMap is then employed as the
decoder to generate segmentation maps. Within the DiffMap
module, we utilize the BEV features as conditions to guide
the denoising process. In this section, we first introduce the
base model for generating BEV features, followed by an
explanation of DiffMap and its denoising module. Finally,
we present the training and inference processes.

1) Baseline for Semantic map construction: The baseline
adopted in our work primarily follows a BEV encoder-
decoder paradigm. The encoder part is responsible for ex-
tracting features from the input data (LiDAR and/or camera
data), transforming them into high-dimensional represen-
tations. Meanwhile, the decoder, typically serving as the
segmentation head, maps the high-dimensional feature rep-
resentations to corresponding segmentation maps.

The baseline plays two main roles throughout the frame-
work: supervisor and controller. As a supervisor, the base-
line generates segmentation results as auxiliary supervision.
Simultaneously, as a controller, it provides the intermediate
BEV features B ∈ RH×W×C as conditional control variables
to guide the generation process of the diffusion model.

2) DiffMap Module: Following LDM, we introduce the
DiffMap module as the decoder within our baseline frame-
work. LDM mainly consists of two parts: an image per-
ceptual compression module such as VQVAE [27] and a
diffusion model constructed using UNet [28]. Initially, the
encoder ε encodes the map segmentation ground truth x
into the latent space as z = ε(x) ∈ RH′×W ′×D′

, where
D′ represents the low dimensions of the latent space. Sub-
sequently, diffusion and denoising are performed in the low-
dimensional latent variable space, and then the latent space
is restored to the original pixel space using a decoder D.

Firstly, We add noise σ through diffusion process and
get the noisy latent map {zt}Tt=0 at each timestep t, where
z0 = z. Then during the denoising process, UNet serves
as the backbone network for the noise prediction. Given
that our primary objective is to utilize the diffusion model
to refine map segmentation results, we hope to enhance
the supervision of the segmentation results and expect the
DiffMap model to directly provide semantic features for
instance-related predictions during training. Thus, we further
decouple the UNet network structure into two branches, one
branch is to predict noise ϵ as traditional diffusion model
and the other is to predict z in the latent space. The overall
denoising module is illustrated in Fig. 3. After getting the
latent map prediction zθ, we decode it to the original pixel
space as the semantic feature map. Then we can obtain the
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Fig. 2. Architecture Overview: After extracting features from surrounding multi-view images and LiDAR point clouds separately using backbone
networks, the features are transformed into Bird’s Eye View (BEV) space for fusion. During the training process, random noise is continuously added to
the ground truth map. Then, in the denoising process, the fused BEV features are used as conditional control variables of Diffmap, ultimately generating
the predicted segmentation map. Whereas in inference process, results are obtained in the continuous denoising from random noise.

instance prediction from it following the method proposed by
HDMapNet, which outputs three predictions with different
heads: semantic segmentation, instance embedding, and lane
direction. These predictions are subsequently used in the
post-processing step to vectorize the map.
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Fig. 3. Denoising Module: In order to get a direct result of the segmented
features, we decouple the UNet decoder into two branches, one branch is to
predict noise ϵ as traditional diffusion model and the other is to predict the
latent groundtruth z0. During the denoising process, we resize BEV features
into latent space size as a conditional control variable. We first concatenate
it with noisy latent map, and then incorporate it into the two decoders of
UNet network with cross attention mechanism.

As we want to obtain the map segmentation results under
the current sensor input, this process should be a conditional

generation process. The probability distribution we expect to
obtain can be modeled as pθ(x|y), where x presents the map
segmentation results and y denotes the conditional control
variables, BEV features. To achieve conditional generation,
we incorporate the control variables in two ways. Firstly, as
zt and BEV fatures B have the same category and scale in
spatial domain, we can resize B into latent space size and
then concatenate them as the input of denoising process.

z′t = concat(zt,B) (5)

Secondly, we incorporate a cross attention mechanism into
the each layer of UNet network, where B plays as key/value
and zt plays as query, as shown in Fig. 3. The formulation
of the cross attention module is illustrated as:

Attention(z′t,B,B) = softmax

(
z′tBT

√
d

)
· B (6)

C. Implementation
1) Training: Firstly, we train VQVAE to compress the

original segmentation ground truth into latent space. During
training, the total training objective becomes:

L = log p
(
x|zq(x)

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
reconstruction loss

+
∥∥∥sg [ze(x)]− ek

∥∥∥2
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

VQ loss

+ β
∥∥ze(x)− sg[e]

∥∥2
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

commitment loss

(7)



where ze(x) stands for the output of the encoder, e stands
for the embedding space, zq(x) stands for the the nearest
embedding of ze(x) in the embedding space, and sg is the
stop-gradient operator. Through VQVAE, the ground truth
maps can be compressed into the latent space, improving
generation efficiency and preventing the diffusion model
from over-training on image pixels.

During the training of the diffusion model, our objective
is to minimize the reconstruction distance between the pre-
dicted images (or noise) and their ground truth counterparts.
Since we decouple the UNet branches, the training objective
is formulated as follows:

min
θ

Eq(x0)Eq(ϵ)

(
∥zθ − z∥2 + ∥ϵθ − ϵ∥2

)
(8)

In the equation, zθ and ϵθ correspond to the image branch
and noise branch, respectively. Subsequently, the model is
trained to predict images and noise separately. Additionally,
to achieve higher-level image generation accuracy, we also
incorporate the losses of baseline model as auxiliary su-
pervision, including the cross-entropy loss for the semantic
segmentation, and the discriminative loss for the instance
embedding mentioned in HDMapNet. The final objective
function combines the loss of diffusion model Ldiff with the
auxiliary losses from the baseline model Lbaseline, resulting
in the following mathematical expression:

L = Ldiff + Lbaseline (9)

2) Inference: During the inference stage, we start with
a noisy image and iteratively denoise it based on the pa-
rameters obtained from training. After multiple denoising
iterations, we get z0, in which the noise becomes negligible.
Subsequently, we decode it from the latent space to the
original pixel space using the decoder of VQVAE.

As for the sampling in the denoising iterations, we adopt
DDIM sampler [29] to accelerate sampling. Specifically, we
can generate a sample xt−1 from a sample xt via:

xt−1 =
√
αt−1

(
xt −

√
1− αtϵ

(t)
θ (xt)√

αt

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

predicted x0

+
√

1− αt−1 − σ2
t · ϵ

(t)
θ (xt)︸ ︷︷ ︸

direction pointing to xt

+ σtϵt︸︷︷︸
random noise

(10)

where ϵt ∼ N (0, I) is standard Gaussian noise independent
of xt. σt is a hyper-parameter, and different choices of σt

values results in different generative processes. When σt = 0
for all t, the forward process becomes deterministic given
xt−1 and x0, except for t = 1; in the generative process,
the coefficient before the random noise ϵt becomes zero.
The term αt is signal rate, equalling 1 − βt mentioned in
Equation 1.

IV. EXPERIMENT

A. Implementation Details

1) Dataset: We validate our DiffMap on the nuScenes
dataset [30]. As a popular benchmark in autonomous driving,

the nuScenes dataset includes multi-view images and point
cloud of 1,000 scenes, with 700 scenes allocated for training,
150 for validation, and 150 for testing. The nuScenes dataset
also has annotated HD map semantic labels, which are highly
suitable for our task as well. Besides training the main model,
we pre-processed the nuScenes dataset into segmentation
maps during the pre-training of the autoencoder.

2) Architecture: We use ResNet-101 [31] as the backbone
for our camera branch and PointPillars [32] as our LiDAR
branch backbone. The Segmentation head in baseline is a
FCN network based ResNet-18. For the autoencoder, we
adpot VQVAE, which is pre-trained on the nuScenes seg-
mentation maps dataset, to extract map features and compress
map into the basic latent space. UNet is used to construct
the diffusion network.

3) Training Details: We implement the proposed network
using PyTorch library. Firstly, we train the VQVAE model
for 30 epochs using the AdamW optimizer. The learning rate
scheduler employed is LambdaLR, which gradually reduces
the learning rate with an exponential decay pattern using
a decay factor of 0.95. The initial learning rate is set to
5e−6, and the batch size is 8. Then, we train diffusion
model from scratch for 30 epochs using AdamW optimizer
and an initial learning rate of 2e−4. We adopt MultiStepL
scheduler which adjusts the learning rate in stages based on
specified milestone time points (0.7, 0.9, 1.0) and a scaling
factor 1/3 during different stages of training. We set the
BEV segmentaion result and voxelize the LiDAR point cloud
at a resolution of 0.15m. HDMapNet’s detection range is
[−30m, 30m] × [−15m, 15m]m, so the corresponding BEV
map size is 400× 200, while Superfusion uses [0m, 90m]×
[−15m, 15m] and gets the results of 600 × 200. Due to the
dimension constraints of the LDM (downsample by a factor
of 8x in VAE and 8x in UNet), we pad the size of semantic
ground truth map into a multiple of 64.

4) Inference Details: The prediction results are obtained
by performing the denoising process 20 times on the noisy
maps under the condition of current BEV features. Consider-
ing the stochastic nature of the generative model, we perform
the sampling process 3 times, and use the mean value of
sampling results as the final prediction result.

B. Evaluation Metrics

We evaluate two target sub-tasks, namely map semantic
segmentation and instance detection, and introduce metrics
specific to each task. Following the methodology outlined
in HDMapNet and Superfusion, our evaluation primarily
focuses on three static map elements: lane boundary, lane
divider, and pedestrian crossing.

1) Semantic Metrics: We use IoU as the Eulerian metrics
between the predicted HD Map M1 and the ground-truth HD
Map M2, which is given by :

IoU(M1,M2) =
M1 ∩M2

M1 ∪M2
(11)

2) Instance Metrics: To evaluate spacial distances be-
tween predicted curves and ground-truth curves, We use



TABLE I
IOU SCORES (%) OF HD MAP SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION ON NUSCENES DATASET COMPARED WITH SUPERFUSION.

Method Modality 0-30m 30-60m 60-90m Average IoU

Divider Ped. Boundary Divider Ped. Boundary Divider Ped. Boundary Divider Ped Boundary

LSS C 35.1 16.0 33.1 28.5 6.5 26.7 22.2 2.7 20.7 28.9 9.4 27.2

Pointpillars L 41.5 26.4 53.6 18.4 9.1 25.1 4.4 1.7 6.2 23.7 14.5 30.7

HDMapNet C+L 44.3 28.9 55.4 26.9 10.4 31.0 18.1 5.3 18.3 30.5 16.6 35.7
SuperFusion C+L 47.9 37.4 58.4 35.6 22.8 39.4 29.2 12.2 28.1 38.0 26.2 42.7

SuperFusion* C+L 50.9 39.6 60.6 38.8 22.8 42.6 29.7 13.7 30.3 40.4 27.4 44.7

+DiffMap C+L 54.3 41.4 59.5 43.3 29.1 43.1 31.3 21.2 30.1 43.5 31.9 44.5
(+3.4) (+1.8) (+4.5) (+6.3) (+0.5) (+0.5) (+0.6) (+3.1) (+4.5)

TABLE II
MAP SCORES (%) OF HD MAP SEMANTIC SEGMENTATION ON NUSCENES DATASET COMPARED WITH SUPERFUSION.

Method Modality 0-30m 30-60m 60-90m mAP

Divider Ped Boundary Divider Ped. Boundary Divider Ped. Boundary Divider Ped. Boundary

LSS C 24.0 9.9 39.3 23.9 5.7 38.1 19.2 2.2 26.2 22.5 6.2 34.8

Pointpillars L 24.6 18.7 49.3 15.9 7.8 36.8 4.1 1.9 9.2 15.6 10.1 32.7

HDMapNet C+L 30.5 20.0 54.5 23.7 9.2 46.3 15.2 4.2 26.4 23.6 11.7 43.1
SuperFusion C+L 33.2 26.4 58.0 30.7 18.4 52.7 24.1 10.7 38.2 29.7 19.2 50.1

SuperFusion* C+L 36.5 30.0 61.3 32.3 20.3 55.9 24.2 11.9 40.6 31.5 21.5 53.1

+DiffMap C+L 45.5 34.1 59.0 40.1 25.1 54.5 29.2 16.4 40.1 38.8 25.9 51.6
(+9.0) (+4.1) (+7.8) (+4.8) (+5.0) (+4.5) (+7.3) (+4.4)

TABLE III
QUANTITATIVE ANALYSIS OF MAP SEGMENTATION COMPARED WITH HDMAPNET.

Method Modality Divider Ped. Boundary mIOU Divider Ped. Boundary mAP

HDMapNet C 41.6 21.5 41.6 34.9 23.1 18.1 47.7 29.6

+DiffMap C 42.1 23.9 42.2 36.1 26.1 19.2 45.4 30.2
(+0.5) (+2.4) (+0.6) (+1.2) (+3.0) (+1.1) (+0.6)

HDMapNet C+L 48.8 34.5 59.6 47.6 28.2 27.1 55.2 36.8

+DiffMap C+L 54.3 34.4 60.7 49.8 34.5 30.4 51.3 38.7
(+5.5) (+1.1) (+2.2) (+6.3) (+3.3) (+1.9)

Chamfer distance(CD), which is defined as:

CDdir(C1, C2) =
1

C1

∑
x∈C1

min
y∈C2

∥x− y∥2 (12)

where C1 and C2 are sets of points on the predicted curve
and ground-truth curve. The typical Chamfer distance(CD)
is bi-directional. And the CD between the predicted curve
and the ground-truth curve is given by:

CD = CDpred + CDgt

= CDdir(C1, C2) + CDdir(C2, C1)
(13)

Then We use AP (Average Precision) to measure the
instance detection distance, which is defined as:

AP =
1

10

∑
r∈0.1,0.2,...,1.0

APr (14)

where APr is the precision at recall r. Following [4], we
simultaneously use both CD and IoU to select true positive
instances. The instance is considered as a true positive if and
only if the IoU is above a certain threshold and the CD is
below another threshold. Specifically, we set the threshold
of IoU as 0.1 and threshold of CD as 1.0m.

3) Evaluation on multiple intervals: To better explore
the effectiveness of DiffMap in long-range detection, we
further split the ground truth into three intervals: 0-30m,
30-60m, and 60-90m to compared with SuperFusion fairly.
Subsequently, within these three intervals, we calculate the
IoU, CD, and AP for different methods, aiming for a com-
prehensive evaluation of the detection results.

C. Evaluation Results

To facilitate better comparison, we reproduced the pre-
dominant methods for map segmentation like HDMapNet
and SuperFusion algorithms on nuScenes dataset. Compared
with Superfuion, Table I shows the comparisons of the IoU
scores of semantic map segmentation. Our DiffMap shows
a significant improvements on all intervals and has best
results, especially in lane divider and pedestrian crossing. As
shown in Table II, our method also demonstrates a significant
improvement in terms of average precision (AP), verifying
the effectiveness of our DiffMap. Besides, we incorporate our
DiffMap paradigm into HDMapNet and get the result shown
in Table III. We can observe that whether it is camera-only or
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Fig. 4. Qualitative results: Diffmap is capable of capture the structured prior and achieves the best segmentation results. The results demonstrate effective
restoration of parallel shapes for pedestrian crossings, smoothness and continuity of dividers, and shape complementation for boundaries.

camera-LiDAR fusion method, DiffMap improves the perfor-
mance of HDMapNet. These illustrate our effectiveness on
all types of segmentation tasks, including both long and short
range detection. However, we also find that for boundaries,
DiffMap does not perform well, and we conjecture that this
is because the shape structure of boundaries is not fixed and
has many unpredictable torsion, thereby causing difficulties
in capturing the a priori structural features.

D. Ablation Analysis

Table IV shows the impact of different downsampling
factors in VQVAE on the detection results. We analyze the
behavior of our DiffMap with different downsampling factors
of 4, 8, 16. And We can observe that results are best when
downsampling factor is set to 8x.

Besides, we measure the effect of removing the instance-
related prediction module on the model, as shown in Table
V. Experiments show that adding this prediction further
improves the IOU.

TABLE IV
ABLATION STUDY ON THE DIFFERENT VAE DOWNSAMPLING FACTORS.

Method Divider Ped. Boundary mIOU Divider Ped. Boundary mAP

4× 51.4 35.1 59.2 48.6 30.1 27.8 49.3 35.7

8× 54.3 34.4 60.7 49.8 34.5 30.4 51.3 38.7

16× 51.8 30.4 57.5 46.6 24.9 20.9 48.1 31.3

E. Visualization

Figure 4 illustrates the comparison between DiffMap and
the baseline (HDMapNet-fusion) in complex scenarios. It is
evident that the segmentation results of the baseline disregard
the shape properties and coherence within elements. In
contrast, DiffMap demonstrates the ability to recover these
problems, resulting in segmentation outputs that align well
with the specifications of the map. Specifically, in cases
(a), (b), (d), (e), (h), and (l), DiffMap effectively corrects
inaccurately predicted pedestrian crossings. In cases (c), (d),



TABLE V
ABLATION STUDY ON WHETHER ADD THE INSTANCE-RELATED

PREDICTION MODULE.

Method Divider Ped. Boundary mIOU

w/o ins 52.9 34.6 60.1 49.2

w ins 54.3 34.4 60.7 49.8

(h), (i), (j), and (l), DiffMap completes or removes inaccurate
boundaries, bringing the results closer to realistic boundary
geometries. Moreover, in cases (b), (f), (g), (h), (k), and (l),
DiffMap resolves the broken issue of dividers, ensuring the
parallelism of neighboring elements.

V. CONCLUSIONS
In this paper, we introduce DiffMap, a novel approach that

utilizes latent diffusion model to learn the structured priors
of maps, thereby enhancing the traditional map segmentation
models. Our method can serve as an auxiliary tool for any
map segmentation models and its predicted results have sig-
nificant improvements in both short and long range detection
scenarios.

Limitation and Future work: Looking ahead, we are ea-
ger to explore the potential for direct application of diffusion
models in the construction of vectorized map. Additionally,
we believe that the framework is highly extensible and
suitable for investigating other types of prior information,
such as integrating SD map priors into the second module
of DiffMap.
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