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Abstract

This paper introduces a novel architecture for trajectory-
conditioned forecasting of future 3D scene occupancy. In
contrast to methods that rely on variational autoencoders
(VAEs) to generate discrete occupancy tokens, which inher-
ently limit representational capacity, our approach predicts
multi-frame future occupancy in an end-to-end manner di-
rectly from raw image features. Inspired by the success of
attention-based transformer architectures in foundational
vision and language models such as GPT and VGGT, we
employ a sparse occupancy representation that bypasses
the intermediate bird’s eye view (BEV) projection and its
explicit geometric priors. This design allows the trans-
former to capture spatiotemporal dependencies more ef-
fectively. By avoiding both the finite-capacity constraint
of discrete tokenization and the structural limitations of
BEV representations, our method achieves state-of-the-art
performance on the nuScenes benchmark for 1–3 second
occupancy forecasting, outperforming existing approaches
by a significant margin. Furthermore, it demonstrates ro-
bust scene dynamics understanding, consistently delivering
high accuracy under arbitrary future trajectory condition-
ing. Code: https://github.com/MrPicklesGG/SparseWorld.

1. Introduction
World models offer a principled framework for understand-
ing environmental dynamics and are considered essential
for AI systems operating in the physical world. Although
the literature has yet to converge on a unified and ex-
plicit definition of world models, the ability to predict the
evolution of the physical environment is consistently re-
garded as a core capability [5, 15]. Among recent advances,
occupancy-based world models have emerged as a promi-
nent category [7, 22, 31, 36, 40, 47, 53], garnering signifi-
cant interest due to their direct applicability in autonomous
driving and robotics, as well as their role in generating tem-
porally consistent sensor observations [2, 29].
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Figure 1. Without VAE codebook and BEV representations,
the model represents future multi-frame occupancy using sparse
queries and leverages image evidence from prior frames to con-
vert randomly sampled 3D points into reliable future occupancy.

Despite this progress, many recent approaches encode
observations into discrete tokens using variational autoen-
coders (VAEs) [14, 37] and then predict future occupancy
from these limited-vocabulary representations [7, 22, 31,
53]. Such tokenization can constrain representational ca-
pacity and discard fine-grained information. Alternatively,
some methods recast occupancy world modeling as predict-
ing dynamic and static flow fields [43, 51], which does not
inherently preserve generative capabilities.

Motivation. Pure attention-based feed-forward architec-
tures have demonstrated remarkable flexibility and repre-
sentational capacity in both language and 3D vision do-
mains, as exemplified by models such as GPT [1] and
VGGT [39]. However, these capabilities remain underex-
plored for future occupancy prediction. Unlike methods
that depend on fixed-resolution bird’s eye view (BEV) rep-
resentations, which introduce explicit geometric constraints
into feature interactions, we propose a pure attention-based
transformer architecture that leverages fully sparse occu-
pancy representations to directly capture spatiotemporal re-
lationships from raw image features. Our approach elim-
inates both discretized tokens and explicit BEV geometric
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priors, enabling more effective integration of spatiotempo-
ral dependencies, as illustrated in Figure 1.

Building upon recent advances in sparse perception
models [25, 33], we represent scene occupancy using a
set of anchors, each composed of a group of 3D query
points and an associated feature vector. For each future
frame, the anchor features interact through self-attention
and cross-attention mechanisms with image features from
past frames, accessed via deformable attention. This pro-
cess iteratively refines the initially randomized points into
accurate, context-aware occupancy representations. Trajec-
tory information is incorporated as a conditioning signal to
steer the temporal evolution of the predicted scene.

Contribution. We summarize our contributions below:
• We propose a pure attention-based transformer architec-

ture for occupancy world modeling, which integrates spa-
tiotemporal information through sparse occupancy repre-
sentations in an end-to-end manner, eliminating the need
for discrete tokens and bypassing BEV geometric priors.

• We introduce a trajectory-conditioned occupancy fore-
casting framework that facilitates precise guidance of
scene evolution along given trajectories while ensuring
high temporal consistency.

• Our method achieves state-of-the-art performance on the
nuScenes benchmark [3, 36] for 1–3 second occupancy
forecasting and demonstrates compelling results on long-
term forecasting benchmarks [7, 31].

2. Related Work

4D occupancy forecasting, which models spatiotemporal
scene occupancy (3D space + 1D time) from historical ob-
servations, serves as a core foundation for autonomous driv-
ing. Recent advances in this area can be categorized along
three key technical dimensions: tokenization strategy, inter-
mediate representation , and generation paradigm.

For tokenization strategies, existing works [7, 8, 11,
22, 31, 40, 44, 47, 48, 53] mainly adopt VAE [14] or VQ-
VAE [37] based approaches. OccWorld [53] utilizes an oc-
cupancy VQ-VAE to discretize continuous 3D scene data
into discrete tokens. OccLLaMA [44] extends this direc-
tion with a VAE-like scene tokenizer optimized for the
sparsity and class imbalance of semantic occupancy, en-
abling unified visual-language-action modeling. Render-
World [48] introduces AM-VAE, a dual-codebook variant
of VQ-VAE that separately encodes air and non-air voxels
to enhance the granularity of the representation. I2-World
[22] further advances VAE-based tokenization by designing
a multi-scale architecture, which refines token granularity
across different spatial scales to capture both local details
and global scene structures. In contrast, DOME [7] and
COME [31] employ a continuous Occ-VAE instead of dis-
crete tokenization, preserving fine-grained details through

continuous latent spaces.
Intermediate representations must balance precision

and efficiency, including BEV feature [4, 7, 11, 17, 22,
31, 46, 51, 53], Gaussian representation [48, 54], and oth-
ers like triplane [45] or hexplane [2]. Most VAE-based
methods [7, 11, 22, 31, 44, 53] rely on dense BEV fea-
ture maps for spatial-temporal modeling and conditional
scene generation. PreWorld [17] validates BEV’s effective-
ness through pre-training, while DFIT-OccWorld [51] uses
it for flow prediction. GaussianAD [54] and RenderWorld
[48] adopt 3D Gaussian splatting [12] to model scenes as
anisotropic Gaussian ellipsoids, achieving efficient render-
ing and high segmentation accuracy. DTT [45] and Dynam-
icCity [2] utilize triplane or hexplane as intermediate rep-
resentations, which retain 3D structural information while
achieving more compact latent spaces.

Regarding generation paradigms, autoregressive mod-
eling [11, 17, 22, 44, 47–49, 53] remains prevalent for se-
quential scene prediction, though non-autoregressive [51]
and diffusion-based [7, 31, 45] alternatives have gained
traction. OccWorld [53] and RenderWorld [48] use hi-
erarchical transformers for autoregressive future scene to-
ken prediction. OccLLaMA [44] and Occ-LLM [47] lever-
age large language models to perform cross-modal next-
token/scene autoregressive modeling. DFIT-OccWorld [51]
stands out by adopting a non-autoregressive paradigm based
on its BEV intermediate representations, which accelerates
generation speed compared to autoregressive counterparts
while maintaining scene integrity. DOME [7] leverages a
spatial-temporal diffusion transformer, and COME [31] ex-
tends this diffusion framework with ControlNet [52] to en-
able conditional diffusion-based generation.

Proposed Method. Rather than relying on handcrafted
tokenizers or intermediate representations, our approach
prefers to model the occupancy-based world in an end-to-
end manner. Scenes are represented as sets of learnable fea-
ture embeddings, with their interactions mediated by atten-
tion mechanisms. This formulation departs from diffusion-
based and autoregressive paradigms, favoring a VGGT-like
feed-forward architecture [39] that predicts future occu-
pancy in a single forward pass. Under this design, condi-
tioning scene evolution on a given trajectory is straightfor-
ward: we embed the trajectory as feature vectors and let
them interact with the scene features.

3. Methodology

3.1. Sparse World Model Representation
Most existing approaches model 3D scene occupancy us-
ing dense voxel grids [18], which are typically constructed
on BEV representations. Although effective, such BEV-
based paradigms impose explicit geometric constraints that
can limit the flexible interaction of spatiotemporal features
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Figure 2. Occupancy is modeled as a collection of anchors formed
by a bundle of 3D points paired with an occupancy embedding.
The embedding is decoded by two MLPs to yield per point offsets
and semantic class logits, which denoise sampled points to a con-
sistent occupancy field.

across different scales. Inspired by recent advances in
sparse perception models that bypass BEV as an interme-
diate representation [24–26, 38], we propose an alternative
occupancy formulation based on a collection of anchors. In
our framework, each anchor consists of a set of randomly
initialized 3D points and an associated feature vector that
jointly predicts per-point geometric offsets and semantic la-
bels, as illustrated in Figure 2. Based on this sparse occu-
pancy representation, we define the world model as a se-
quence of such single-frame occupancy states conditioned
on a given trajectory.

Single Frame Occupancy Representation. We represent
the initial occupancy of a single frame byM, which com-
prises N anchors, each associated with a feature vector:

M = {Ai}Ni=1, Ai = (Pi, fi) (1)

where Pi = {pi,j ∈ R3}Mj=1 denotes a set of M 3D points
for anchor i, and fi ∈ RD is the corresponding feature vec-
tor. The feature vector fi predicts for each point pi,j both
an offset ∆pi,j ∈ R3 and a semantic label si,j ∈ RC (a C-
dimensional class probability vector). The representation
M is initialized as follows: the centers {ci}Ni=1 are uni-
formly distributed in the 3D space, ci ∼ U(Space); each
set of points Pi is randomly initialized within a local region
around ci as pi,j ← ci + ϵi,j with ϵi,j ∼ N (0, σ2I); and
all feature vectors are initialized to zero, fi ← 0.

Trajectory Representation. In autonomous driving, the
planned future trajectory of the ego vehicle provides an es-
sential conditioning signal for predictive world modeling.
We parameterize a future trajectory τ as a sequence of dis-
crete states spanning a temporal horizon T :

τ = {xt}Tt=1 (2)

Each state xt ∈ Rd encapsulates the ego’s kinematic sta-
tus at time t. In our formulation, each state comprises the
vehicle’s planar position (x, y), its heading angle θ, and the
timestamp t itself, providing a compact yet expressive rep-
resentation for conditioning the world model.
World Model Representation. The world model F syn-
thesizes future scene evolution conditioned on the planned
trajectory and historical observation. Formally, the model
generates a sequence of future occupancy states:

O1:T = F (M1:T ,S−T ′:0, τ) (3)

whereM1:T denotes the initial state representation of all
future frames, S−T ′:0 represents a history of sensor obser-
vations from the past T ′ timesteps, and τ is the given tra-
jectory. This formulation enables the model to integrate past
context and future intentions to render physically consistent
future scenes, thereby supporting downstream tasks such as
motion planning and predictive safety assessment. Since
the anchor points inM1:T are stochastically initialized, our
occupancy world model operates similarly to a conditional
video generation model that transforms random 3D point
clouds into sequential driving scenarios conditioned on both
past sensor observations and future trajectory information.

3.2. Spatial Temporal Fusion Architecture
In Equation 1, the occupancy of the scene is represented by
a set of feature vectors. We further embed both the trajec-
tory waypoints and the historical sensor observations into
separate feature representations. Once all modalities are
projected into a unified embedding space, they can be ef-
ficiently fused and interact through attention mechanisms
within our proposed pure attention-based architecture.

3.2.1. Trajectory Spatiotemporal Embedding
As mentioned above, our trajectory representation incor-
porates the position and timestamp of each waypoint. To
maintain flexibility, we do not assume uniform temporal
sampling between waypoints. Instead, we directly embed
the individual position and timestamp of each waypoint to
accommodate various potential planning outputs.
Position Embedding. In trajectory representation, posi-
tion embedding captures the spatial characteristics of tra-
jectories by integrating the spatial information of each way-
point into the feature system. Specifically, the 3D coordi-
nates of waypoints first undergo a relative pose transforma-
tion for subsequent fusion, then are mapped to the target
feature dimension via a multilayer perceptron (MLP). The
homogeneous matrix of the relative pose transformation is
also mapped to the feature dimension using an MLP, ul-
timately equipping the features with spatial attributes and
ego trajectory information to support subsequent trajectory-
conditioned occupancy forecasting.
Time Embedding. Time embedding captures the relative
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Figure 3. We embed the sensor observations, occupancy priors, and trajectories into feature vectors. These embeddings pass through
stacked frame-level attention and temporal attention blocks that iteratively fuse cross-modal and cross-time information into occupancy
features. Those occupancy features finally decode random points into meaningful occupancy predictions.

temporal positional relationship of trajectories using a list
of future timestamps (e.g. [0, 2, 4, 6]), where ”0” denotes
the current frame timestamp and other values represent the
number of frames relative to the current frame. Classic sine-
cosine encoding is employed to embed this relative tempo-
ral relationship into the corresponding features.

Spatiotemporal Embedding. Drawing inspiration from
motion-aware layer normalization (MLN) [41], spatiotem-
poral embedding achieves the fusion of spatial and tempo-
ral information by building on the aforementioned position
embedding and time embedding. Specifically, two linear
layers are designed to implicitly learn the affine transforma-
tions between adjacent frames. This learning process relies
on the spatial attribute cues provided by position embed-
ding and the relative temporal relationship information cap-
tured by time embedding, enabling the affine transforma-
tions to adapt dynamically to the spatiotemporal character-
istics of the trajectory. Subsequently, the implicitly learned
affine transformations are applied to the query features: by
adjusting the query features through these transformations,
the spatial information and temporal information are organ-
ically integrated into the query features. The final trajec-
tory τ is thus represented as a set of spatiotemporal feature
vectors τ = {f ′′t }Tt=1, where f ′′t denotes the spatiotemporal

feature embedding corresponding to the t frame.

3.2.2. Sensor Embedding with Deformable Attention

Deformable attention is widely used in 3D sparse percep-
tion [19, 24, 25, 33, 42]. It projects 3D query points into
multi-view image feature maps (and 3D LiDAR voxel grids
when LiDAR is available) using known calibration and ego-
motion, and samples features at the projected locations.

In our architecture, we take into account m sensors per
frame, the center ci of each anchor point set Pi serves as the
query point in the deformable attention operation, where we
calculate the mean and standard deviation of anchor point
set Pi along the x, y, z directions as the basis for sampling
offsets. Each center is projected into the multi-scale im-
age feature maps of the backbone (e.g. ResNet [9] or ViT
[6]) using camera intrinsics, extrinsics and the ego pose. If a
query projects into multiple views due to field-of-view over-
lap, we aggregate by averaging the sampled features across
all m views. Each anchor center collects features from the
past T ′ frames. To encode temporal context, we add a sinu-
soidal time embedding processed by a fully connected layer
to provide motion cues. Finally, for each future frame with
occupancy representationM, we obtain the sensor embed-
ding representation S = {f ′i}

N×T ′

i=1 .
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Figure 4. Qualitative results of our proposed SparseWorld-TC are presented here. Our method effectively captures both dynamic and static
changes in the surrounding environment over a 3-second forecasting horizon.

3.2.3. Fully Attention Fusion Architecture
In Equation 3, F (·) denotes the neural network architec-
ture to be designed. In our approach, the world occupancy
representationM1:T , the sensor representation S−T ′:0, and
the trajectory representation τ are all projected into a uni-
fied embedding space. Accordingly, the world model can
be reformulated as:

O1:T = F
(
{fi}N×T

i=1 , {f ′i}N×T×T ′

i=1 , {f ′′t }Tt=1

)
(4)

Note that the point sets Pi in Equation 1 consist of non-
learnable random coordinates and are therefore omitted
from the input in Equation 4.

Equation 4 provides a compact formulation of our world
model: all relevant features interact directly via standard at-
tention. We employ a feed-forward, purely attention-based
transformer architecture, shown in Figure 3. For each future
frame t, the occupancy embeddings {f ti }Ni=1 attend to the
past sensor embeddings {f ′ti}N×T ′

i=1 via cross-attention. The
updated occupancy features are then fused with the trajec-
tory embedding through frame-level self-attention. Finally,
a temporal attention block applies self-attention across all
future frames, jointly refining the set of occupancy em-
beddings {fi}N×T

i=1 to capture longer-range spatiotemporal
dependencies. We stack the frame and temporal attention
modules and apply them for multiple iterations, progres-

sively refining the randomly initialized 3D anchor points
into accurate occupancy predictions over the next T frames.

3.3. Training Strategies
While the nuScenes occupancy world-model benchmark
evaluates forecasting horizons of 1–3 seconds, some stud-
ies consider much longer futures (e.g., up to 10 seconds).
This motivates us to design a flexible model that adapts to
diverse forecasting requirements, supporting future occu-
pancy prediction over arbitrary horizons and even at varying
time intervals. We achieve this through a random ensemble
strategy that enhances the generalization capability of the
trained model without modifying the network architecture.

Random Ensemble Strategy. We assume a maximum
forecasting horizon T . During training, we randomly
choose a target sequence length L, where L ∈ {2, . . . , T},
and supervise the model with the corresponding L future
occupancy frames. Because no fixed temporal stride is pre-
scribed, the scene evolution is governed solely by the tra-
jectory embeddings, which encode temporal and positional
context. This flexible supervision scheme enables the model
to adapt to diverse forecasting requirements and improves
overall performance, as shown in our ablation studies.

Loss Term. We extract the center of each ground-truth
occupancy voxel as target points and optimize the Cham-
fer Distance loss LCD (Equation 5) to align the predicted
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Table 1. 4D occupancy forecasting performance on Occ3D-nuScenes [36]. Input denotes the modality of input apart from the ego trajectory.
Avg. denotes average performance of that in 1s, 2s, and 3s.

Method Input Semantic mIoU (%) ↑ Geometric IoU (%) ↑ FPS ↑
1s 2s 3s Avg. 1s 2s 3s Avg.

OccWorld-O [53] Occ GT 25.78 15.14 10.51 17.14 34.63 25.07 20.18 26.63 18.00
OccLLaMA-O [44] Occ GT 25.05 19.49 15.26 19.93 34.56 28.53 24.41 29.17 -
RenderWorld [48] Occ GT 28.69 18.89 14.83 20.89 37.74 28.41 24.08 30.08 -

Occ-LLM [47] Occ GT 24.02 21.65 17.29 20.99 36.65 32.14 28.77 35.52 -
DFIT-OccWorld [51] Occ GT 31.68 21.29 15.19 22.71 40.28 31.24 25.29 32.27 -

DOME [7] Occ GT 35.11 25.89 20.29 27.10 43.99 35.36 29.74 36.36 6.54
UniScene [16] Occ GT 35.37 29.59 25.08 31.76 38.34 32.70 29.09 34.84 -
I2-World [22] Occ GT 47.62 38.58 32.98 39.73 54.29 49.43 45.69 49.80 37.04

RenderWorld [48] Camera 2.83 2.55 2.37 2.58 14.61 13.61 12.98 13.73 -
OccWorld-D [53] Camera 11.55 8.10 6.22 8.62 18.90 16.26 14.43 16.53 -
OccLLaMA [44] Camera 10.34 8.66 6.98 8.66 25.81 23.19 19.97 22.99 -

PreWorld [17] Camera 12.27 9.24 7.15 9.55 23.62 21.62 19.63 21.62 -
Occ-LLM [47] Camera 11.28 10.21 9.13 10.21 27.11 24.07 20.19 23.79 -

DFIT-OccWorld [51] Camera 13.38 10.16 7.96 10.50 19.18 16.85 25.02 17.02 -
OccVAR [11] Camera 17.17 10.38 7.82 11.79 27.60 25.14 20.33 24.35 -

DOME-STC [7] Camera 17.79 14.23 11.58 14.53 26.39 23.20 20.42 23.33 2.75
I2-World-STC [22] Camera 21.67 18.78 16.47 18.97 30.55 28.76 26.99 28.77 4.21

DOME-F [7] Camera 24.12 17.41 13.24 18.25 35.18 27.90 23.44 28.84 -
DTT [45] Camera 24.87 18.30 15.63 19.60 38.98 37.45 31.89 36.11 -

COME-F [31] Camera 26.56 21.73 18.49 22.26 48.08 43.84 40.28 44.07 -
SparseWorld-TC-Small (Ours) Camera 27.95 25.51 23.35 25.60 50.69 49.15 47.23 49.02 9.35
SparseWorld-TC-Large (Ours) Camera 28.64 26.28 24.36 26.42 50.57 49.26 47.80 49.21 3.58

SparseWorld-TC-Small* (Ours) Camera 30.09 27.61 25.43 27.71 52.66 51.20 49.31 51.05 5.63
SparseWorld-TC-Large* (Ours) Camera 32.76 29.62 27.28 29.89 55.28 53.56 51.71 53.52 2.08

point distribution with the target points. This loss func-
tion is widely adopted in point cloud processing [13, 50]
and occupancy modeling [38], as it effectively measures the
similarity between predicted point clouds P and target point
clouds Pg . This loss thereby supervises the predicted off-
sets, guiding the initially randomized points toward the pre-
cise underlying geometry.

LCD =
1

|P|
∑
p∈P

D(p,Pg) +
1

|Pg|
∑

pg∈Pg

D(pg,P), (5)

where D(x,Y) = miny∈Y ||x − y||1. Following [38], the
matched target point also provides a semantic label. Conse-
quently, we supervise semantic predictions using the stan-
dard focal classification loss Lfocal [23], which yields the
overall objective:

L = LCD + Lfocal. (6)

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setup

Dataset and Metrics. Experiments are conducted on the
widely adopted Occ3D-nuScenes benchmark [36]. Our im-
plementation strictly follows the experimental settings es-
tablished in previous works [7, 22, 31, 47, 51, 53]. For eval-
uation, we adopt the standard geometric Intersection over
Union (IoU) and semantic mean Intersection over Union
(mIoU) metrics.

Implementation Details. As detailed in the methodology
section, our architecture includes several configurable com-
ponents. We pick past frames within the past 2 seconds,
following recent models [7, 22, 31, 47, 51, 53]. The fu-
ture prediction horizon T is set to 3s and 8s, aligning with
established benchmarks [7, 53]. To accommodate varying
computational constraints, we configure the number of an-
chors per frame as N = 600, with each anchor compris-
ing M = 128 points. This configuration, designated as
SparseWorld-TC-Small, adopts a ResNet-50 backbone [9].
Our SparseWorld-TC-Large variant uses N = 4800 and
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Table 2. Long-term 4D occupancy forecasting performance.

Method Input Semantic mIoU (%) ↑
1s 2s 3s 4s 5s 6s 7s 8s Avg.

DOME [7] Occ GT 30.10 21.35 17.36 14.86 12.61 11.03 10.00 9.34 15.83
COME [31] Occ GT 33.78 24.57 21.35 18.25 15.84 13.85 12.99 11.96 19.07

SparseWorld-TC-Large Camera 28.64 26.28 24.36 22.65 21.07 19.73 18.52 17.42 22.33

Method Input Geometric IoU (%) ↑
1s 2s 3s 4s 5s 6s 7s 8s Avg.

DOME [7] Occ GT 39.04 31.20 27.14 24.73 22.32 20.28 19.05 17.97 25.21
COME [31] Occ GT 44.20 36.25 32.86 30.03 26.93 24.70 23.30 21.44 29.96

SparseWorld-TC-Large Camera 50.57 49.26 47.80 46.20 44.57 42.98 41.44 39.97 45.35

M = 16, delivering improved performance at increased
computational cost. Furthermore, leveraging the represen-
tational power of DINOv3 [32], we introduce SparseWorld-
TC-Small* and SparseWorld-TC-Large*, which adopts a
DINOv3-Base image backbone while retaining the same
configurations as “-Small” and “-Large” versions. All mod-
els are trained for 70 epochs on 8 NVIDIA H20 GPUs with
a total batch size of 8, using the AdamW optimizer [28] with
an initial learning rate of 2 × 10−4 and a cosine annealing
learning rate schedule [27].

4.2. Main Results

4D Occupancy Forecasting. We evaluate our proposed
method following established evaluation protocols [7, 22,
51, 53], as summarized in Table 1. While some VAE-
based methods report performance using ground-truth oc-
cupancy as input, a requirement sometimes unavailable in
real-world scenarios, we include these results for a com-
prehensive comparison. Since our approach directly con-
sumes camera sensor input rather than precomputed occu-
pancy grids, we primarily compare against camera-based
versions of prior methods. Note that OccWorld-D uses pre-
dictions from TPVFormer [10]; “-STC” and “-F” indicate
models incorporating occupancy results from STCOcc [21]
and FB-Occ [18], respectively.

Our SparseWorld-TC-Large achieves significant im-
provements, outperforming the previous state-of-the-art by
18.7% in mIoU (26.42 vs. 22.26) and 11.7% in IoU (49.21
vs. 44.07). Due to the flexible and variable number of
queries, our model exhibits strong scalability. SparseWorld-
TC-Small achieves 25.60 mIoU and 49.02 IoU, while being
approximately twice as fast as SparseWorld-TC-Large and
I2-World [22], thus striking an effective balance between
performance and efficiency. The strong performance of the
DINO version of our method further demonstrates the scal-
ability in leveraging large-scale foundation models.

Moreover, although Table 1 shows that methods us-
ing ground-truth occupancy generally achieve better perfor-
mance than those processing raw sensor inputs, our camera-

based model remains competitive across several metrics.
Specifically, SparseWorld-TC-Large* achieves a higher av-
erage mIoU (29.89 vs. 27.10) than DOME [7] and a higher
average IoU (53.52 vs. 49.80) compared to I2-World [22],
which can be attributed to its reduced decay in long-term
occupancy forecasting.
Long-term Forecasting. To evaluate the capability of long-
term predictions, we extend the prediction period from 3
seconds to 8 seconds. As shown in Table 2, our method
consistently outperforms DOME [7] and COME [31] after
2 seconds for the mIoU metric while having better perfor-
mance in all timestamps for the IoU metric. In general, our
method achieves average mIoU and IoU scores of 22.33 and
45.35, surpassing COME [31] by 17.1% and 51.4%, respec-
tively. It is worth noting that our method uses the camera as
input, while the contrast methods use ground truth occu-
pancy as input.

4.3. Ablation Study

Table 3. Ablation study on trajectory. Avg. denotes average per-
formance of mIoU or IoU in 1s, 2s, and 3s.

Trajectory mIoU (%) ↑ IoU (%) ↑
w/o Traj. Pred. Traj. GT Traj. Avg. Avg.

✓ 15.44 32.19
✓ 21.57 44.76

✓ 25.60 49.02

Effect of Trajectory. Our model supports the condition-
ing of arbitrary future trajectories. Through ablation stud-
ies, we examine how such trajectory guidance influences
model behavior and output quality. As summarized in Ta-
ble 3, we evaluate performance in three settings based on
the SparseWorld-TC-Small model: without trajectory input,
with trajectories predicted by BEVPlanner [20], and with
ground-truth trajectories. The results demonstrate that our
model remains robust even when provided with predicted
trajectories, while performance consistently improves with
more accurate trajectory estimates.
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Figure 5. Long-term 4D occupancy world model forecasting.

Table 4. Ablation study on training strategies. Avg. denotes aver-
age performance of mIoU or IoU in 1-8s.

Training Strategies mIoU (%) ↑ IoU (%) ↑
Fixed Random Ensemble Avg. Avg.

✓ 20.36 43.25
✓ 22.33 45.35

Effect of Ensemble Training. We explore the impact of our
random ensemble training on the SparseWorld-TC-Large
model, as shown in Table 4. In the long-term occupancy
forecasting task, the supervision of random future frames is
more effective than the supervision of fixed future frames.

4.4. Visualizations & Discussions

4D Occupancy Forecasting. As shown in Figure 4, we
provide a visual comparison between our reconstruction re-
sults, 1-3 second future predictions, and the corresponding
ground truth. Qualitatively, our method demonstrates stable
and accurate predictions for static environments while also
effectively capturing the motion of dynamic objects. In the
left-turn scenario depicted in Figure 4(a), our approach cor-
rectly predicts the future occupancy observation of a turning
vehicle behind. Similarly, as shown in Figure 4(b), future
occupancy predictions for both straight-moving and left-
turning vehicles are reliably predicted.

Long-term Forecasting. Figure 5 presents the visualiza-
tion of our prediction results over a long-term horizon of
10 seconds in two distinct scenarios: (a) a right-turn and
(b) a left-turn. Our model maintains strong scene consis-
tency throughout the extended prediction period, with well-
preserved geometric structures. The quantitative result is
listed in Table 2. Although the intrinsic multi-possibility of
long-term forecasting raises questions about the fairness of
using a single ground truth for evaluation, we argue that this
metric, combined with the visualization results, at least par-
tially demonstrates the potential of our method for relatively
long-term occupancy forecasting.

Trajectory-conditioned Forecasting. Figure 6 illustrates
that the prediction of future driving scenarios is generated
by different trajectories as conditions in a bifurcating road
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Figure 6. Forecasting with conditioned trajectories.

scenario, embodying the future occupancy prediction capa-
bility conditioned by the trajectory of our model.
From Occupancy to Sensors. Building upon the occu-
pancy world model, our proposed architecture is further
capable of directly predicting future sensor observations,
adopting an extension inspired by [29, 30, 35]. This ca-
pability is realized by incorporating additional MLPs into
the decoding network illustrated in Figure 2. All of these
MLPs collectively generate 3D Gaussian parameters, cen-
ter offsets, and classification logits in a single feed-forward
pass. For a comprehensive exposition of our methodology
and additional experimental results, please refer to the sup-
plementary document.

5. Conclusion
We propose a novel trajectory-conditioned architecture for
end-to-end 4D occupancy forecasting, which eliminates the
need for discrete tokenization or explicit BEV representa-
tions. Using fully sparse anchors and a transformer-based
fusion mechanism, our model captures spatiotemporal de-
pendencies directly from sensor data, enabling scalable and
robust scene prediction. The flexible design supports the in-
tegration of alternative 3D representations such as 3D Gaus-
sians, and exploring these alternatives constitutes a promis-
ing direction for future work.
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SparseWorld-TC: Trajectory-Conditioned Sparse Occupancy World Model

Supplementary Material

A. Additional Quantitative Experiments

A.1. Ray-level mIoU

SparseOcc [34] proposes RayIoU (Ray-level mIoU) to
solve the inconsistency penalty along the depth axis raised
in traditional voxel-level mIoU criteria. We evaluate our
SparseWorld-TC-Large* model with this ray-level metric
and report the results in Table 5.

Table 5. RayIoU scores [%] of 4D occupancy forecasting perfor-
mance on the Occ3D-nuScenes [36] benchmark.

RayIoU1m RayIoU2m RayIoU4m RayIoU

Recon. 35.4 43.0 47.8 42.1
1s 29.5 36.5 41.4 35.8
2s 25.8 32.1 36.8 31.6
3s 23.5 29.4 33.8 28.9

A.2. Ablation study on trajectory embedding

We further explore the influence of embedding modules for
the trajectory condition. The modules named “TE”, “PE”
and “STE” represent time embedding, position embedding
and spatiotemporal embedding, respectively. The perfor-
mance of our SparseWorld-TC-Small model in different set-
tings is summarized in Table 6.

Table 6. Ablation study on embedding modules. Avg. denotes
average performance of mIoU or IoU in 1s, 2s, and 3s.

Modules mIoU (%) ↑ IoU (%) ↑
TE PE STE Avg. Avg.

15.44 32.19
✓ 17.45 35.06
✓ ✓ 23.07 47.53
✓ ✓ ✓ 25.60 49.02

A.3. Per-class performance

As shown in Table 7 and Table 8, we report the performance
per-class of our SparseWorld-TC-Large* (Ours-Large* for
short). Our approach not only maintains the geometric con-
sistency of static scenes, but also predicts the dynamic ob-
jects relatively accurately.

B. Additional Qualitative Experiments
B.1. Feedforward Gaussian
Inspired by advances in feedforward Gaussian methods [29,
30, 35], we extend the original model with additional MLPs
to decode Gaussian parameters from latent features. Then
we utilize the differential Gaussian rasterization proposed
in 3DGS [12] to render the predicted front-view image and
calculate L1 loss with the GT image.

GT Pred.

(a
)

(b
)

(c
)

(d
)

(e
)

Figure 7. Gaussian splatting reconstruction during training.

The reconstruction and future forecasting of sensor ob-
servation, as shown Figure 7 and Figure 8, demonstrate the
potential of our model in leveraging the Gaussian represen-
tation and achieving self-supervised training in the future.

GT Pred.

1s
2s

3s

Figure 8. Future observation forecasting on validation set.

B.2. Additional Trajectory-conditioned Prediction
More visualizations are shown below.
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Table 7. Per-class mIoU [%] performance of 4D occupancy forecasting on Occ3D-nuScenes [36].
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Table 8. Per-class RayIoU [%] performance of 4D occupancy forecasting on Occ3D-nuScenes [36].
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Figure 9. Additional qualitative results in the different trajectory conditions.
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Figure 10. Additional qualitative results of our proposed SparseWorld-TC are presented here.

3



Figure 11. Additional qualitative results of our proposed SparseWorld-TC are presented here.
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