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Figure 1. DriveDreamer demonstrates a comprehensive understanding of driving scenarios. It excels in controllable driving video gener-
ation, aligning seamlessly with text prompts and structured traffic constraints. DriveDreamer can also interact with the driving scene and
predict different future driving videos, based on input actions. Furthermore, DriveDreamer extends its utility to anticipate future actions.

Abstract
World models, especially in autonomous driving, are

trending and drawing extensive attention due to their ca-
pacity for comprehending driving environments. The estab-
lished world model holds immense potential for the gen-
eration of high-quality driving videos, and driving poli-
cies for safe maneuvering. However, a critical limitation

in relevant research lies in its predominant focus on gam-
ing environments or simulated settings, thereby lacking the
representation of real-world driving scenarios. Therefore,
we introduce DriveDreamer, a pioneering world model en-
tirely derived from real-world driving scenarios. Regarding
that modeling the world in intricate driving scenes entails
an overwhelming search space, we propose harnessing the
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powerful diffusion model to construct a comprehensive rep-
resentation of the complex environment. Furthermore, we
introduce a two-stage training pipeline. In the initial phase,
DriveDreamer acquires a deep understanding of structured
traffic constraints, while the subsequent stage equips it with
the ability to anticipate future states. The proposed Drive-
Dreamer is the first world model established from real-
world driving scenarios. We instantiate DriveDreamer on
the challenging nuScenes benchmark, and extensive exper-
iments verify that DriveDreamer empowers precise, con-
trollable video generation that faithfully captures the struc-
tural constraints of real-world traffic scenarios. Addition-
ally, DriveDreamer enables the generation of realistic and
reasonable driving policies, opening avenues for interac-
tion and practical applications.

1. Introduction
Spurred by insights from AGI (Artificial General Intelli-

gence) and the principles of embodied AI, a profound trans-
formation in autonomous driving is underway. Autonomous
vehicles rely on sophisticated systems that engage with and
comprehend the real driving world. At the heart of this evo-
lution is the integration of world models [15,17–19]. World
models hold great promise for generating diverse and real-
istic driving videos, encompassing even long-tail scenarios,
which can be utilized to train various driving perception ap-
proaches. Furthermore, the predictive capabilities in world
models facilitate end-to-end driving, ushering in a new era
of autonomous driving experiences.

Deriving latent dynamics of world models from
visual signals was initially introduced in video predic-
tion [8, 11, 19]. By extrapolating from observed visual
sequences, video prediction methods can infer future states
of the environment, effectively modeling how objects and
entities within a scene will evolve over time. However,
modeling the intricate driving scenarios in pixel space is
challenging due to the large sampling space [5, 7]. To
alleviate this problem, recent research endeavors have
sought innovative strategies to enhance sampling efficiency.
ISO-Dream [52] explicitly disentangles visual dynamics
into controllable and uncontrollable states. MILE [29]
strategically incorporates world modeling within the
Bird’s Eye View (BEV) semantic segmentation space,
complementing world modeling with imitation learning.
SEM2 [13] further extends the Dreamer framework into
BEV segmentation maps, utilizing Reinforce Learning
(RL) for training. Despite the progress witnessed in world
models, a critical limitation in relevant research lies in its
predominant focus on simulation environments.

In this paper, we propose DriveDreamer, which pioneers
the construction of comprehensive world models from real
driving videos and human driver behaviors. Considering the

intricate nature of modeling real-world driving scenes, we
introduce the Autonomous-driving Diffusion Model (Auto-
DM), which empowers the ability to create a comprehen-
sive representation of the complex driving environment. We
propose a two-stage training pipeline. In the first stage,
we train Auto-DM by incorporating traffic structural infor-
mation as intermediate conditions, which significantly en-
hances sampling efficiency. Consequently, Auto-DM ex-
hibits remarkable capabilities in comprehending real-world
driving scenes, particularly concerning the dynamic fore-
ground objects and the static background. In the second-
stage training, we establish the world model through video
prediction. Specifically, driving actions are employed to it-
eratively update future traffic structural conditions, which
enables DriveDreamer to anticipate variations in the driving
environment based on different driving strategies. More-
over, DriveDreamer extends its predictive prowess to fore-
see forthcoming driving policies, drawing from historical
observations and Auto-DM features. Thus creating a exe-
cutable, and predictable driving world model.

The main contributions of this paper can be summa-
rized as follows: (1) We introduce DriveDreamer, which
is the first world model derived from real-world driving
scenarios. DriveDreamer can jointly enable the generation
of high-quality driving videos and reasonable driving poli-
cies. (2) To enhance the comprehension of real-world driv-
ing scenes and expedite the world model convergence, we
introduce the Autonomous-driving Diffusion Model and a
two-stage training pipeline. The first-stage training enables
the comprehension of traffic structural information, and the
second-stage video prediction training empowers the pre-
dictive capacity. (3) DriveDreamer can controllably gener-
ate driving scene videos that are highly aligned with traffic
constraints (see Fig. 1), enhancing the training of driving
perception methods (e.g., 3D detection). Besides, Drive-
Dreamer can generate future driving policies based on his-
torical observations and Auto-DM features. Notably, Drive-
Dreamer achieves promising planning results in open-loop
assessments on the nuScenes dataset.

2. Related Work

2.1. Diffusion Model

Diffusion models represent a family of probabilistic gen-
erative models that progressively introduce noise to data
and subsequently learn to reverse this process for the pur-
pose of generating samples [73]. These models have re-
cently garnered significant attention due to their exceptional
performance in various applications, setting new bench-
marks in image synthesis [1, 14, 49, 55, 57], video gener-
ation [21, 23, 35, 60, 67, 74], and 3D content generation
[6, 43, 53, 69]. To enhance the controllable generation ca-
pability, ControlNet [76], GLIGEN [42], T2I-Adapter [48]
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and Composer [32] have been introduced to utilize various
control inputs, including depth maps, segmentation maps,
canny edges, and sketches. Concurrently, BEVControl [72],
MagicDrive [12] and DrivingDiffuson [41] incorporate lay-
out conditions to enhance image generation. The funda-
mental essence of diffusion-based generative models lies in
their capacity to comprehend and understand the intricacies
of the world. Harnessing the power of these diffusion mod-
els, DriveDreamer seeks to comprehend the complex realm
of autonomous-driving scenarios.

2.2. Video Generation

Video generation and video prediction are effective
approaches to understanding the visual world. In the
realm of video generation, several standard architectures
have been employed, including Variational Autoencoders
(VAEs) [8,28], auto-regressive models [34,56,61,70], flow-
based models [40], and Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANs) [46, 58, 62, 65]. Recently, the burgeoning diffu-
sion models [9, 24, 25, 49, 50, 57] have also been extended
to the domain of video generation. Video diffusion mod-
els [21, 23, 35, 60, 67, 74] exhibit higher-quality video gen-
eration capabilities, producing realistic frames and transi-
tions between frames while offering enhanced controllabil-
ity. They accommodate various input control conditions
such as text, canny, sketch, semantic maps, and depth maps.

Video prediction models represent a specialized form
of video generation models, sharing numerous similari-
ties. In particular, video prediction involves anticipating
future video changes based on historical video observa-
tions [8, 11, 19, 27, 64]. DriveGAN [36] establishes asso-
ciations between driving actions and pixels, predicting fu-
ture driving videos by specifying future driving policies. In
contrast, DriveDreamer incorporates structured traffic con-
ditions, text prompts, and driving actions as inputs, empow-
ering precise, realistic video and action generation that are
faithfully aligned with real-world driving scenarios.

2.3. World Models

World models have been extensively explored in model-
based imitation learning, demonstrating remarkable suc-
cess in various applications [15–20, 37, 44, 59, 71]. These
approaches typically leverage Variational Autoencoders
(VAE) [39] and Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) [26]
to model transition dynamics and rendering functionality.
World methods target at establishing dynamic models of en-
vironments, enabling agents to be predictive of the future.
This aspect is of paramount importance in autonomous driv-
ing, where precise predictions about the future are essential
for safe maneuvering. However, constructing world mod-
els in autonomous driving presents unique challenges, pri-
marily due to the high sample complexity inherent in real-
world driving tasks [5]. To address these problems, ISO-
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Figure 2. Two-stage training pipeline of DriveDreamer.

Dream [52] introduces an explicit disentanglement of visual
dynamics into controllable and uncontrollable states. MILE
[29] strategically incorporates world modeling within the
BEV semantic segmentation space, enhancing world mod-
eling through imitation learning. SEM2 [13] extends the
Dreamer framework into BEV segmentation maps, em-
ploying reinforcement learning for training. Despite the
progress witnessed in world models, a critical limitation in
relevant research lies in its predominant focus on simulation
environments. The transition to real-world driving scenar-
ios remains an under-explored frontier.

3. DriveDreamer
The overall framework of DriveDreamer is depicted in

Fig 3. The framework begins with an initial reference
frame I0 and its corresponding road structural informa-
tion (i.e., HDMap H0 and 3D box B0). Within this con-
text, DriveDreamer leverages the proposed ActionFormer
to predict forthcoming road structural features in the latent
space. These predicted features serve as conditions and
are provided to Auto-DM, which generates future driving
videos. Simultaneously, the utilization of text prompts al-
lows for dynamic adjustments to the driving scenario style
(e.g., weather and time of the day). Moreover, Drive-
Dreamer incorporates historical action information and the
multi-scale latent features extracted from Auto-DM, which
are combined to generate reasonable future driving actions.
In essence, DriveDreamer offers a comprehensive frame-
work that seamlessly integrates multi-modal inputs to gen-
erate future driving videos and driving policies, thereby ad-
vancing the capabilities of autonomous-driving systems.

Regarding the extensive search space of establishing
world models in real-world driving scenarios, we introduce
a two-stage training strategy for DriveDreamer. This strat-
egy is designed to significantly enhance sampling efficiency
and expedite model convergence. The two-stage training is
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Figure 3. Overall framework of DriveDreamer. The framework initiates with reference frame I0 and road structural information (i.e.,
HDMap H0 and 3D box B0). DriveDreamer employs the ActionFormer to predict future road structural features, which serve as conditions
provided to Auto-DM, generating future driving videos ÎN−1

i=0 . Additionally, text prompts enable dynamic scenario style adjustments. The
model integrates past driving actions and multi-scale features from Auto-DM to generate plausible future driving actions ÂN+M

i=N .

illustrated in Fig. 2. There are two steps in the first-stage
training. Step 1 involves utilizing the single-frame struc-
tured condition, which guides DriveDreamer to generate
driving scene image, facilitating its comprehension of struc-
tural traffic constraints. Step 2 extends its understanding
into video generation. The second-stage training enables
DriveDreamer to interact with the environment and predict
future states effectively. This phase takes an initial frame
image along with its corresponding structured information
as input. Simultaneously, sequential driving actions are pro-
vided, with the model expected to generate future driving
videos and future driving actions. In the following sections,
we delve into the specifics of the model architecture and
training pipelines.

3.1. First-stage Training

Auto-DM. In DriveDreamer, we introduce Auto-DM, to
model and comprehend driving scenarios from real-world
driving videos. It is noted that comprehending driving
scenes solely from pixel space presents challenges due to
extensive search space in real-world driving scenarios. To
mitigate this, we explicitly incorporate structured traffic in-
formation as conditional inputs.

The overall structure of Auto-DM is illustrated in Fig. 4,
where traffic conditions are projected onto the image plane,
generating HDMap conditions {Hi}N−1

i=0 ∈ RN×H×W×3,
and 3D boxes conditions {Bi}N−1

i=0 ∈ RN×NB×16, along
with the box categories {Ci}N−1

i=0 ∈ RN×NB (N is the

number of video frames, and NB is the predefined maxi-
mum box numbers with zero padded). In this following,
unless specified, the subscript i is omitted for readability.
To enable controllability, the spatially aligned conditions H
are encoded by convolution layers and then concatenated
with Zt, where {Zt}N−1

i=0 are noisy latent features generated
by the forward diffusion process [57]. For position condi-
tions (i.e., 3D boxes) that are not spatially aligned with Zt,
we first aggregate position embeddings Hp:

Hp = Fα([Ce,Fourier(B)]), (1)

where Fa is MLP layers, Ce is CLIP [54] embed box cat-
egories features, Fourier(·) is Fourier embedding [47], and
[·] is the concatenation operation. Then gated self-attention
[42] is leveraged to integrate position embeddings Hp with
visual signals v from the original UNet features [57]:

v = v + tanh(η) · TS(Fs([v,H
p])), (2)

where η is a learnable parameter, Fs is self-attention, and
TS(·) is the token selection operation that considers visual
tokens only [42].

To further empower Auto-DM with comprehension of
driving dynamics, we introduce temporal attention layers
Ft to enhance frame coherence in the generated videos:

Ft(v) = Reshape(Fs(Reshape(v + Tpos))), (3)

where we first reshape the visual signal v from
RN×C×H×W to RC×NHW . The shape transformation
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Figure 4. Overall structure of the Auto-DM. Auto-DM takes three types of control conditions as inputs. Spatially aligned conditions
(i.e., HDMap HN−1

i=0 ), are concatenated with noise images and fed into the diffusion steps. Position conditions, represented by 3D boxes
BN−1

i=0 and their labels, are flattened and utilized in the gated self-attention. Text prompts are incorporated into diffusion steps using cross-
attention, influencing the style of the generated driving video. Temporal attention layers are employed to ensure the consistency of the
generated video frames. The diffusion steps estimate noise and generate loss with the input noise to optimize Auto-DM.

facilitates the frame-wise self-attention layers Fs to learn
inter-frame dynamics. Tpose denotes temporal position em-
beddings that are encoded by sinusoidal function [2]. Fi-
nally, we restore the visual signal to its original dimensions,
thus ensuring the feature integrity. Notably, the same archi-
tecture can be extended to generate multi-view images (see
Fig. 6), where the Fs solely attends to neighbor views. Ad-
ditionally, a stack of frame-wise attention and view-wise at-
tention contributes to multi-view video generation (see sup-
plement for more details).

Furthermore, cross-attention layers [57] are utilized to
facilitate feature interactions between text inputs and visual
signals, empowering text descriptions to influence driving
scene attributes such as weather and time of day. In the
next, we will elaborate on the first-stage training pipeline,
which involves two steps.
Step 1 training. The Auto-DM incorporates input solely
from a single frame of structured traffic conditions, coupled
with supervision from a single-frame image. For structured
traffic conditions, HDMaps and 3D boxes are obtained ei-
ther from human annotations or pertained perception meth-
ods (e.g., LAV [4], BEVerse [77], UniAD [31]). Then three-
channel HDMaps (lane boundary, lane divider, and pedes-
trian crossing) and eight-corner 3D boxes are projected onto
the image plane to generate corresponding conditions. No-
tably, during step 1 training, temporal attention layers are
omitted, which enables the network to focus exclusively
on learning the traffic structural constraints, expediting the
convergence of the training process.
Step 2 training. The Auto-DM incorporates input from

multiple frames of structured traffic conditions and is su-
pervised using driving videos. In contrast to step 1, learning
from videos allows Auto-DM to gain a deeper understand-
ing of the intricate motion transitions in driving scenarios.
Building upon the pretrained models established in step 1,
step 2 incorporates temporal attention layers into the model
architecture. These additional parameters enable the Auto-
DM to focus on the temporal dynamics present in the input
data, further enhancing its ability to capture and interpret
the nuanced temporal aspects of driving scenes.

In step 1 and step 2 training, the proposed Auto-DM is
trained using the same noise schedule as the underlying im-
age model [57]. Specifically, the forward process gradually
adds noise ϵ to the latent feature Z0, resulting in the noisy
latent feature ZT . Then we train ϵϕ to predict the noise we
added, and the trainable parameters ϕ are optimized via:

min
ϕ

L = EZ0,ϵ∼N (0,I),t,c

[
∥ϵ− ϵϕ (Zt, t, c)∥22

]
, (4)

where ϕ denotes the trainable parameters involved in the
gated self-attention, temporal attention, and cross-attention
layers, and time step t is uniformly sampled from [1, T ].

3.2. Second-stage Training

Based on the first-stage training, DriveDreamer has ob-
tained comprehension of the structured traffic information.
However, the desired world model should also be predictive
of the future and can interact with the environment. There-
fore, we embark on the second phase of our approach. In
this phase, we leverage the video prediction task to establish
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iteratively predict future hidden states. These predicted hidden states are further concatenated with action features and decoded into future
traffic structural conditions to be fed into Auto-DM.

the driving world model. Specifically, the video prediction
task entails providing an initial observation I0, H0, B0, as
well as driving actions {Ai}T−1

i=0 , with the desired outcome
being the future driving videos {Ii}Ti=1, and future driving
actions {Ai}T+N

i=T .

ActionFormer. Recall that the trained Auto-DM can gen-
erate driving videos {Ii}Ti=0 based on sequential structured
information {Hi}Ti=0, {Bi}Ti=0. However, in the video pre-
diction task, future traffic structural conditions beyond the
present timestamp is unavailable. To address this challenge,
we introduce the ActionFormer, which leverages driving ac-
tions {Ai}T−1

i=0 to iteratively predict future structural condi-
tions. The overall architecture of ActionFormer is in Fig. 5.
Firstly the initial structural conditions H0, B0 are encoded
and flattened into 1D latent space. The latent features are
concatenated and aggregated by self-attention and MLP lay-
ers to generate the hidden state h0. Subsequently, cross-
attention layers Fca are utilized to construct associations
between hidden states and driving actions. Then latent vari-
able st is parameterized as:

st ∼ N (µθ (Fca(ht, At)) , σθ (Fca(ht, At)) I) , (5)

where µθ, σθ are layers to learn Gaussian parameters. To
predict future hidden states, we employ Gated Recurrent

Units (GRUs) to iteratively make updates:

ht+1 = FGRU(ht, st). (6)

These hidden states are concatenated with action features
and are decoded into future traffic structural conditions. It’s
noted that the Actionformer forecasts future traffic condi-
tions at the feature level, which mitigates noise interference
at the pixel level, resulting in more robust predictions. Be-
sides the traffic structural conditions generated by Action-
former and the text prompt condition, we process the refer-
ence image condition I0 similar to [2]. Based on the above
conditions, we extend Auto-DM to jointly generate future
driving videos {Ii}Ti=1 and driving actions {Ai}T+N

i=T . We
formalize this process as a generative probabilistic model,
where the joint probability can be factorized as:

p (I0:T , A0:T+N ,h0:T , s0:T−1)

= p (I1:T , AT :T+N | h0:T , s0:T−1, A0:T−1, I0)

T∏
t=0

p (ht, st | ht−1, st−1, At) ,

(7)

where
p (ht, st | ht−1, st−1, At)

= p (ht | ht−1, st−1) p (st | ht, At)

p (I1:T , AT :T+N | h0:T , s0:T−1, A0:T−1, I0)

= p (I1:T | h0:T , s0:T−1, A0:T−1, I0)

p (AT :T+N | h0:T , s0:T−1, A0:T−1, I0) .

(8)
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Considering updating hidden states p(ht | ht−1, st−1) is
a deterministic process (Eq. 6), only latent variables st are
needed to be inferred to maximize the marginal likelihood
of observation p(I1:T , AT :T+N ). Therefore, variational dis-
tribution qvd is introduced to conduct variational inference:

qvd ≜ q (h1:T , s1:T | I0:T , A0:T+N )

=

T∏
t=1

q (ht | ht−1, st−1) q (st | I≤t, A<t) ,
(9)

where q (ht | ht−1, st−1) = p (ht | ht−1, st−1). Similar
to [29], the variational lower bound can be derived as:

log p (I1:T , AT :T+N ) ≥
Eq(h1:T ,s1:T |I0:T ,A0:T+N)[log p (I1:T | h0:T , s0:T−1, A0:T−1, I0)︸ ︷︷ ︸

video prediction

+ log p (AT :T+N | h0:T , s0:T−1, A0:T−1, I0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
action predcition

].

(10)
Note that the posterior and prior matching [29] is not in-
cluded, as we empirically find the simplified variational
lower bound produces similar plausible results. In Eq. 10,
the video prediction and action prediction parts can be mod-
eled by Gaussian distributions N (G(h0:T , A0:T−1, I0), I)
and Laplace distribution Laplace(π(h0:T , A0:T−1, I0), 1).
Therefore, we employ mean-squared error and L1 loss to
optimize the video prediction training. G, π are learnable
layers involved in ActionFormer, Auto-DM, video decoder
(i.e., VAE decoder) and action decoder. For action predic-
tion details, we first pool multi-scale UNet features from
Auto-DM. The pooled features are concatenated with histor-
ical action features, which are then decoded by MLP layers
to generate future driving actions.

Based on the two-stage training, DriveDreamer has ac-
quired a comprehensive understanding of the driving world,
encompassing the structural constraints of traffic, predic-
tions of future driving states, and interaction with the es-
tablished world model.

4. Experiment
4.1. Experiment Details

Dataset. The training data is sourced from the real-world
driving dataset nuScenes [3], comprising a total of 700
training videos and 150 validation videos. Each video in-
cludes ∼20 seconds of footage captured by six surround-
view cameras. The videos have a frame rate of 12Hz, re-
sulting in ∼1M video frames available for training. During
the first-stage training, we utilize the nuScenes-devkit [51]
to acquire HDMap annotations (lane boundary, lane divider,
and pedestrian crossing) corresponding to 12Hz frames,
which are then projected onto the image plane. Consider-
ing the nuScenes dataset only provides 2Hz 3D bounding
box annotations, we supplement this with 12Hz bounding

box annotations from [68]. In the second-stage training, we
employ the yaw angle and velocity of the ego-car as the
driving action inputs. Besides, we extract scene description
information (e.g., weather and time) from the nuScenes an-
notation, which serves as text conditions.
Training. The proposed Auto-DM is built upon Stable Dif-
fusion v1.4 [57], whose original parameters are frozen. In
step 1 of first-stage training, our model is trained for 40
epochs with a batch size of 16. In step 2, Auto-DM is trained
for 10 epochs with a batch size of 1, with video frame length
N = 32, and spatial size of 448×256. During second-stage
video prediction training, our model predicts 16 frame driv-
ing videos I1:16 and 16 future driving actions I17:32, and the
model is trained for 10 epochs on a batch size of 1. All the
experiments are conducted on A800 GPUs, and we use the
AdamW optimizer [38] with a learning rate 5× 10−5.
Evaluation. We conducted a comprehensive evaluation
of the proposed DriveDreamer, employing both qualita-
tive and quantitative assessments. We utilized frame-wise
Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) [22] and Fréchet Video
Distance (FVD) [63] to evaluate the generation quality,
where the evaluated image is resized to 448 × 256. Be-
sides, to verify the generated images enhance the training
of driving perception methods, DriveDreamer is evaluated
through 3D object detection, with FCOS3D [66] and BEV-
Fusion [45] as baseline methods. Furthermore, we test the
performance of driving policy generation. Following the
settings in [30], we evaluate output driving trajectories for
future 3 seconds.

4.2. Controllable Driving Video Generation

The proposed DriveDreamer exhibits a profound com-
prehension of driving scenarios, capable of controllably
generating diverse driving videos. In this subsection, we
first demonstrate that, based on first-stage training, Drive-
Dreamer can generate diverse driving videos under struc-
tured traffic conditions. Besides, we verify that the gener-
ated images can enhance the training of driving perception
methods. Furthermore, DriveDreamer showcases its versa-
tility by responding to different input actions, allowing for
the control of the vehicle’s trajectory and consequently gen-
erating diverse driving videos.

As shown in Fig. 1 and Fig 6, DriveDreamer exhibits
proficiency in producing images and videos that adhere
meticulously to structured traffic conditions (more visual-
izations are in supplement). Significantly, we can also ma-
nipulate the text prompt to induce variations in the gener-
ated videos, encompassing changes in weather and time of
day. To further validate the generation quality, we extract
4K traffic conditions (from the nuScenes training set) to
generate driving images. The generated images are com-
bined with real images for training the 3D detection task.
Results in Tab. 1 indicate that training with our synthetic
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Figure 6. Visualizations of generated multi-view images, where the generation conditions (HDMaps, 3D boxes) are from nuScenes valida-
tion set. Regions highlighted by red rectangles and yellow circles indicate that the generated images share multi-view consistency and are
aligned with ground truth conditions.

Methods Resolution Data mAP (↑) NDS (↑)

FCOS3D [66] 1600× 900 w/o synthetic data 30.2 38.1
FCOS3D [66] 1600× 900 w 4K synthetic data 30.9 (+0.7) 38.3 (+0.2)
BEVFusion [45] 704× 256 w/o synthetic data 32.8 37.6
BEVFusion [45] 704× 256 w 4K synthetic data 35.8 (+3.0) 39.5 (+1.9)

Table 1. Performance of synthetic data augmentation on training
3D object detection.

data significantly enhances the performance of 3D detec-
tion. Specifically, compared with training without synthetic
data, the mAP metrics of FCOS3D and BEVFusion are im-
proved by 0.7 and 3.0.

In addition to the utilization of structured traffic condi-
tions for generating driving videos, DriveDreamer exhibits
the capability to diversify the generated driving videos by
adapting to different driving actions. As depicted in Fig. 1
(more visualizations are in supplement), starting from an
initial frame paired with its corresponding structural infor-
mation, DriveDreamer can generate distinct videos based
on various driving actions, such as videos depicting left and
right turns. In summary, DriveDreamer excels in produc-
ing a wide spectrum of driving scene videos, characterized
by both high controllability and diversity. Thus, Drive-
Dreamer holds promise for training autonomous-driving
systems across a wide range of tasks, encompassing even
corner cases and long-tail scenarios.

In the quantitative experiment, we extract ego-car driv-
ing actions from the nuScenes validation set as conditions
to generate driving videos. For comparison, we train Drive-
GAN [36] on the nuScenes dataset, employing the same
training settings as those used for Drivedreamer. Besides,
we train Drivedreamer without ActionFormer as a baseline

Methods 1st-stage train 2nd-stage train FID (↓) FVD (↓)(Auto-DM) (ActionFormer)

DriveGAN [36] - - 27.8 390.8
DriveDreamer 15.9 363.3
DriveDreamer ✓ 15.3 349.6
DriveDreamer ✓ ✓ 14.9 340.8

Table 2. Comparison of generation quality on nuScenes validation.

(specifically, the action features are directly concatenated
with the zero-padded structured traffic conditions). The re-
sults are presented in Tab. 2, where we evaluate the quality
of generated videos. Notably, our approach without first-
stage training achieves superior FID and FVD scores com-
pared to DriveGAN. This observation underscores the ef-
fectiveness of leveraging a powerful diffusion model in vi-
sually comprehending driving scenarios. Furthermore, our
findings reveal that Drivedreamer after first-stage training,
exhibits an improved understanding of the structured in-
formation within driving scenes, resulting in higher-quality
video generation. Lastly, we observe that the proposed Ac-
tionFormer effectively leverages the traffic structural infor-
mation knowledge acquired during the first-stage training.
Compared to the concatenation baseline approach, the Ac-
tionFormer iteratively updates future structured information
based on input actions, which further enhances the quality
of generated videos.

4.3. Driving Action Generation

In addition to its capacity for generating highly control-
lable driving videos, DriveDreamer demonstrates the abil-
ity to predict reasonable driving actions. As depicted in
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Method Visual Info. Action Info. L2 Avg. (m) Col. Avg. (%)

ST-P3 [30] ✓ 2.11 0.71
UniAD [31] ✓ 1.65 0.31
AD-MLP [75] ✓ 0.29 0.19
VAD [33] ✓ ✓ 0.37 0.14
DriveDreamer ✓ ✓ 0.29 0.15

Table 3. Open-loop planning performance on nuScenes validation
set. The evaluation settings are the same as ST-P3 [30].

Fig. 1, provided with an initial frame condition and past
driving actions, DriveDreamer can generate future driving
actions that align with real-world scenarios . Furthermore,
we conduct a quantitative assessment of the prediction ac-
curacy. Specifically, MLP layers [75] are utilized to encode
past driving action information. Additionally, multi-scale
UNet features are pooled as visual cues. The two modality
features are then concatenated to learn future driving trajec-
tories (more implementation details are in supplement). The
results of open-loop evaluation on the nuScenes dataset are
presented in Tab. 3. Remarkably, the average L2 trajectory
error of DriveDreamer is merely 0.29m, surpassing the per-
formance of the multi-modality method VAD [33]. In addi-
tion, DriveDreamer relatively decreases the average colli-
sion rate reported in [75] by 21%, confirming that the visual
features learned by DriveDreamer contribute to end-to-end
autonomous driving, thereby enhancing driving safety.

5. Discussion and Conclusion

DriveDreamer represents a significant advancement in
the field of world modeling, particularly in the context
of autonomous driving. By focusing on real-world driv-
ing scenarios and harnessing the power of the diffusion
model, DriveDreamer has demonstrated its ability to com-
prehend complex environments, generate high-quality driv-
ing videos, and formulate realistic driving policies. While
prior research primarily concentrated on gaming or simu-
lated environments, DriveDreamer extends the boundaries
of world modeling to encompass the intricacies of actual
driving conditions. DriveDreamer paves the way for future
research in autonomous driving, emphasizing the impor-
tance of real-world representation for more accurate mod-
eling and decision-making in this critical domain.
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[27] Tobias Höppe, Arash Mehrjou, Stefan Bauer, Didrik Nielsen,
and Andrea Dittadi. Diffusion models for video prediction
and infilling. arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.07696, 2022. 3

[28] Jun-Ting Hsieh, Bingbin Liu, De-An Huang, Li F Fei-Fei,
and Juan Carlos Niebles. Learning to decompose and disen-
tangle representations for video prediction. NeurIPS, 2018.
3

[29] Anthony Hu, Gianluca Corrado, Nicolas Griffiths, Zachary
Murez, Corina Gurau, Hudson Yeo, Alex Kendall, Roberto
Cipolla, and Jamie Shotton. Model-based imitation learning
for urban driving. NeurIPS, 2022. 2, 3, 7

[30] Shengchao Hu, Li Chen, Penghao Wu, Hongyang Li, Junchi
Yan, and Dacheng Tao. St-p3: End-to-end vision-based au-
tonomous driving via spatial-temporal feature learning. In
ECCV, 2022. 7, 9

[31] Yihan Hu, Jiazhi Yang, Li Chen, Keyu Li, Chonghao Sima,
Xizhou Zhu, Siqi Chai, Senyao Du, Tianwei Lin, Wenhai
Wang, Lewei Lu, Xiaosong Jia, Qiang Liu, Jifeng Dai, Yu
Qiao, and Hongyang Li. Planning-oriented autonomous driv-
ing. In CVPR, 2023. 5, 9

[32] Lianghua Huang, Di Chen, Yu Liu, Yujun Shen, Deli Zhao,
and Jingren Zhou. Composer: Creative and controllable im-
age synthesis with composable conditions. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2302.09778, 2023. 3

[33] Bo Jiang, Shaoyu Chen, Qing Xu, Bencheng Liao, Jia-
jie Chen, Helong Zhou, Qian Zhang, Wenyu Liu, Chang
Huang, and Xinggang Wang. Vad: Vectorized scene rep-
resentation for efficient autonomous driving. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2303.12077, 2023. 9
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In the supplement materials, we first elaborate on the
implementation details of DriveDreamer, including model
architecture and synthetic data training details. Then, we
present additional visualization results.

6. Implementation Details
Condition encoders. In DriveDreamer, diverse encoders
are employed to embed different condition inputs, includ-
ing the reference image, HDMap, 3D box, and action. The
detailed architectures of these encoders are listed in Table 4.
For spatially aligned conditions, such as the reference im-
age I ∈ RH×W×3 and HDMap H ∈ RH×W×3, a stack
of 2D convolution layers is utilized to perform downsam-
pling, ensuring the final output dimensions align with those
of the diffusion noise. For unstructured conditions like the
3D box B ∈ RN×NB×16 and action A ∈ RN×2, Multi-
layer Perceptron (MLP) layers are employed for encoding
features.

Conditions Layer Description Output Size

Ref. Img. (Step A) Conv2D, 4× 4, S4 H/4×W/4× 4
Ref. Img. (Step B) Conv2D, 4× 4, S4 H/16×W/16× 4
Ref. Img. (Step C) Conv2D, 4× 4, S4 H/64×W/64× 8

HDMap (Step A) Conv2D, 4× 4, S4 H/4×W/4× 4
HDMap (Step B) Conv2D, 4× 4, S4 H/16×W/16× 4
HDMap (Step C) Conv2D, 4× 4, S4 H/64×W/64× 8

3D Box (Step A) FourierEmbedder [47] N ×NB × 256
3D Box (Step B) MLP N ×NB × 512
3D Box (Step C) MLP N ×NB × 768

Action (Step A) MLP N × 32
Action (Step B) MLP N × 128

Table 4. Encoder architecture details, where S denotes stride, and
each convolution layer and MLP layer are followed by Sigmoid
Linear Units [10].

Multi-view generation. The framework of DriveDreamer
can be easily extended to multi-view image/video genera-
tion. The model architecture comparison between video
generation, multi-view image generation and multi-view
video generation are shown in Fig. 7. For multi-view im-
age generation, the model framework is the same as that of
video generation, except that the frame-vise attention lay-
ers are replaced with view-wise attention layers. Besides,
the view-wise attention layers construct associations solely
between adjacent views. For multi-view video generation,
view-wise attention layers and frame-wise attention layers
are stacked to process diffusion latent features, which re-
sults in view-consistent and frame-consistent videos (see
Fig. 8).
Action prediction architecture. For action prediction, the
multi-modal features are first concatenated:

CONCAT(Fp(U0),Fp(U1),Fp(U2),Fp(U3), Af ), (11)

stepsDenoising

View-wise-attention Cross-attentionGated Self-attention

stepsDenoising

Frame-wise-attention

stepsDenoising

Video Generation

Multi-view Image Generation

Multi-view Video Generation

Figure 7. Model architecture comparison between video genera-
tion, multi-view image generation and multi-view video genera-
tion.

where Fp is the average pooling operation, Ui(i =
0, 1, 2, 3) are multi-scale UNet features, and Af is the en-
coded driving action (i.e., velocity and yaw angle) features.
Then we use MLP layers [75] to learn future driving ac-
tions. For trajectory prediction evaluation, following [75],
Af is additionally extracted from high-level command, ac-
celerate and past trajectories, and we use the same action
feature encoder of [75].
Synthetic data training. We leverage data generated
by DriveDreamer to augment the training of 3D detec-
tion tasks. Specifically, DriveDreamer is fine-tuned with
higher-resolution images, where the training data is from
nuScenes [3]. Consequently, DriveDreamer can generate
high-fidelity images with a resolution of 768 × 448. Then
the generated images are resized to the original resolution
of 1600 × 900, which can be utilized to train various off-
the-shelf 3D detectors. During the training process, we ran-
domly select 4000 samples (3D boxes and HDMap) from
the nuScenes training set, which are employed to generate
multi-view images. These synthetic data are mixed with
the original training set to train 3D detectors. In the ex-
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Figure 8. Visualizations of the generated multi-view video. Regions highlighted by red circles indicate that the generated videos are view-
consistent and frame-consistent.

periment, we train each baseline (i.e., FCOS3D [66] and
BEVFusion [45]) for 12 epochs. The results presented in
Tab. 1 demonstrate that our approach significantly improves
the performance of downstream tasks.

7. Visualizations

As shown in Fig. 9, DriveDreamer exhibits significant
proficiency in producing a diverse range of driving scene
videos that adhere meticulously to structured traffic condi-
tions, comprising elements such as HDMaps and 3D boxes.
Significantly, we can also manipulate the text prompt to
induce variations in the generated videos, encompassing
changes in weather and time of day. This heightened adapt-
ability contributes substantially to the multifaceted nature of
the generated video outputs. In addition to the utilization of
structured traffic conditions for generating driving videos,

DriveDreamer exhibits the capability to diversify the gen-
erated driving videos by adapting to different driving ac-
tions. As depicted in Fig. 10, starting from an initial frame
paired with its corresponding structural information, Drive-
Dreamer can generate distinct videos based on various driv-
ing actions, such as videos depicting left and right turns.
Apart from its capacity for generating highly controllable
driving videos, DriveDreamer demonstrates the ability to
predict reasonable driving actions. As depicted in Fig. 11,
provided with an initial frame condition and past driving
actions, DriveDreamer can generate future driving actions
that align with real-world scenarios. Comparative analysis
of the generated actions against corresponding ground truth
videos reveals that DriveDreamer consistently predicts sen-
sible driving actions, even in complex situations such as in-
tersections, obeying traffic lights, and executing turns.
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“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scen, sunny”

“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene, night”

“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene, rainy”

Structured traffic conditions
    HDMaps, 3D Bboxes

“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene, sunny”

“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene, night”

“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene, rainy”

Structured traffic conditions
    HDMaps, 3D Bboxes

“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene, sunny”

“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene, night”

“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene, rainy”

Structured traffic conditions
    HDMaps, 3D Bboxes

Figure 9. Driving video generation with structured traffic conditions (HDMaps and 3D boxes), where text prompts are utilized to adjust
driving scenario style (e.g., weather and time of the day).
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Initial condition

Initial Conditions

Initial Conditions

Initial Condition

Turn Right

Turn Left“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene”

“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene”

“Realistic autonousmous
     driving scene”

Turn Right

Turn Left

Turn Right

Turn Left

Figure 10. Future driving video generation with driving actions interaction, where different driving actions (e.g. turn left, turn right) can
produce corresponding driving videos.
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Figure 11. Visualization of the predicted future driving actions, along with the corresponding ground truth driving video.
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