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Abstract

Vision-Language-Action (VLA) models have recently at-
tracted growing attention in end-to-end autonomous driv-
ing for their strong reasoning capabilities and rich world
knowledge. However, existing VLAs often suffer from lim-
ited numerical reasoning ability and overly simplified in-
put–output mappings, which hinder their performance in
complex driving scenarios requiring step-by-step causal
reasoning. To address these challenges, we propose
CoT4AD, a novel VLA framework that introduces Chain-
of-Thought (CoT) reasoning for autonomous driving to
enhance both numerical and causal reasoning in Vision-
Language Models (VLMs). CoT4AD integrates visual ob-
servations and language instructions to perform seman-
tic reasoning, scene understanding, and trajectory plan-
ning. During training, it explicitly models a percep-
tion–question–prediction–action CoT to align the reason-
ing space with the action space across multiple driving
tasks. During inference, it performs implicit CoT rea-
soning to enable consistent numerical reasoning and ro-
bust decision-making in dynamic environments. Exten-
sive experiments on both real-world and simulated bench-
marks, including nuScenes and Bench2Drive, demonstrate
that CoT4AD achieves state-of-the-art performance in both
open-loop and closed-loop evaluations. Code will be re-
leased upon paper acceptance.

1. Introduction

Autonomous driving, as a core research direction in artifi-
cial intelligence and robotics, has attracted widespread at-
tention in recent years. It not only holds the potential to im-
prove traffic safety and travel efficiency but also plays a key
role in the development of smart cities and intelligent trans-
portation systems [33, 56]. Traditional autonomous driving
systems typically adopt a modular pipeline architecture, de-
composing perception [37, 48], prediction [7, 51] and plan-
ning [42] into separate modules. However, such methods

often suffer from error accumulation, difficulties in cross-
module optimization, and limited generalization ability in
practical applications, which constrain the performance of
autonomous driving systems in complex environments [23].

To address these challenges, end-to-end autonomous
driving paradigms have been proposed. These methods aim
to leverage a unified learning framework to directly predict
driving control signals or plan trajectories from raw sen-
sor inputs, thereby avoiding the uncertainties introduced
by multi-stage information propagation [9]. Meanwhile,
with the rapid development of large-scale Vision-Language
Models (VLMs), researchers have begun to explore the po-
tential of Vision-Language-Action (VLA) models [34, 67]
for end-to-end autonomous driving. VLA models are capa-
ble of handling multi-modal inputs and performing seman-
tic reasoning through language instructions, demonstrat-
ing stronger interpretability and generalization capabilities
compared with traditional end-to-end approaches [41, 65].

Through imitation learning on diverse datasets, VLAs
inherit the strong ability of VLMs to understand heteroge-
neous scenes, objects, and language, enabling robust cross-
task generalization. However, they also share VLMs’ weak-
nesses—particularly poor numerical reasoning in complex
environments [17, 64]. Thus, applying VLMs to au-
tonomous driving faces two key challenges: (1) limited nu-
merical reasoning causes unreliable or hallucinatory predic-
tions and (2) existing methods treat LLMs as monolithic
mappers from perception to numerical outputs, neglecting
their capability for multi-step reasoning.

Chain-of-Thought (CoT) reasoning enhances LLM rea-
soning by decomposing complex tasks into intermediate
steps [20, 58]. While prior works introduce CoT via lan-
guage descriptions, keypoints, or bounding boxes [15, 43],
they mainly focus on embodied or robotic settings with
constrained environments [44, 62]. However, autonomous
driving presents fundamentally different challenges—it de-
mands accurate numerical reasoning, long-horizon plan-
ning, and robust generalization in dynamic, large-scale and
safety-critical environments. As shown in Figure 1(b), di-
rectly feeding all prompts into a VLM leads to unstable out-
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Standard Reasoning Chain-of-Thought Reasoning

-Role: You are an self-driving system.
-Task: Follow the input images and  
navigation command and create a 3-second 
waypoints, one every 0.5 seconds.
-Condition: <Vision> <Command> <Ego>

<answer>: <action_12> <action_42> 
<action_18> <action_54> <action_62> 
<action_72>

-Role: You are an self-driving system.
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-Task: Follow the input images and 
navigation command and create a 3-second 
waypoints, one every 0.5 seconds.
-Condition: <Vision> <Env> <Dreams> 
<Ego>
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Figure 1. Comparison with existing frameworks. (a) Classic E2E methods map sensor inputs to control outputs with modular designs.
(b) Classic VLA methods incorporate language reasoning and VLMs to map sensor inputs to action space for planning. (c) CoT4AD (Outs)
incorporate CoT reasoning for VLMs to enable explicit mult-step reasoning of planning.

puts, whereas incorporating CoT enables structured inter-
mediate reasoning and more reliable results. This work try
to address a key question: How can CoT reasoning be tai-
lored for autonomous driving to enhance efficiency and
performance?

To this end, we propose CoT4AD, a novel VLA model
that integrates CoT reasoning for end-to-end autonomous
driving. As illustrated in Figure 1, CoT4AD differs from
previous methods by finetuning open-source pretrained lan-
guage models through a series of downstream tasks tailored
for autonomous driving scenarios, while being able to ex-
plicitly or implicitly perform CoT reasoning. This enables
the model to generate reliable and stable trajectories from
multi-modal inputs.

Our unified framework integrates environmental percep-
tion, language reasoning, future prediction, and trajectory
planning, enabling the model to produce explicit CoT rea-
soning steps. In perception reasoning, the model is trained
on perception tasks using expert data to acquire scene un-
derstanding capabilities. In future prediction, the model
learns to predict future scenes from expert data, enabling
the reconstruction of these scenes. In VQA reasoning, the
model is fine-tuned on Visual Question Answering (VQA)
tasks using prompt-based supervision. In trajectory plan-
ning, the model performs imitation learning to generate
high-quality driving trajectories. Through a multi-stage
training process, CoT4AD develops CoT reasoning capa-
bilities tailored to autonomous driving scenarios. During
inference, CoT4AD can directly produce driving trajecto-
ries in a single forward pass without explicitly generating
intermediate reasoning steps, achieving a balance between
planning performance and computational efficiency.

We extensively evaluate CoT4AD using real-world
dataset nuScenes [6] and simulation dataset Bench2Drive
[28]. Experimental results demonstrate that CoT4AD
achieves superior performance across various end-to-end
autonomous driving benchmarks under both open-loop and
closed-loop tests.

The main contributions are summarized as follows:

(1) We introduce CoT4AD, an end-to-end autonomous
driving framework leveraging a pretrained VLM with
multi-step finetunes, enabling CoT reasoning and mult-
task capabilities from raw visual observations and lan-
guage instructions.

(2) We introduce an innovative approach to future predic-
tion and trajectory planning for driving scenes. This
diffusion-based framework integrates existing video
generation and planning approaches and is seamlessly
integrated CoT reasoning pipelines.

(3) Extensive experiments on NuScenes and Bench2Drive
datasets show that CoT4AD establishes new state-of-
the-art results in both open-loop and closed-loop driv-
ing, consistently outperforming prior LLM-based and
end-to-end autonomous driving approaches.

2. Related Work

2.1. End-to-End Autonomous Driving (E2E-AD)

E2E-AD directly predicts driving trajectories from raw sen-
sor data without decomposing the pipeline into perception,
prediction, and planning. Early works such as ALVINN
[47] and PilotNet [4] pioneered this idea but suffered from
poor generalization and interpretability in complex scenes.
With large-scale datasets [6, 53] and advanced architec-



tures [55], methods such as CIL [11], TransFuser [10],
and LAV [8] improve behavioral control and robustness
through multimodal fusion and spatial–temporal reasoning.
Recent trajectory-based approaches [23, 31] jointly opti-
mize perception, prediction, and planning for better safety
and interpretability. Meanwhile, VLM-driven systems such
as DriveGPT [24] and Talk2Drive [12] enable reasoning
and explainability via natural language, and diffusion-based
models [30, 39] capture trajectory uncertainty. Despite
these advances, E2E-AD still struggles with robustness and
interpretability in real-world scenarios.

2.2. Vision Language Models (VLMs)

VLMs aim to jointly model images and natural language,
achieving a semantic understanding of images and text
through cross-modal alignment learning. Early works such
as VisualBERT [36] and ViLT [35] extended the BERT ar-
chitecture to vision-language tasks, enabling unified mod-
eling for image-text matching and visual question answer-
ing (VQA) through large-scale joint pretraining on paired
image-text datasets. With the rise of Multimodal Large Lan-
guage Models (MLLMs), VLMs have gradually acquired
strong reasoning, comprehension, and generative capabil-
ities. Models like Flamingo [2] and LLaVA [40] further
integrate large language models (LLMs) with visual en-
coders, allowing for contextual understanding of complex
scenes and supporting open visual question answering, cap-
tion generation, and reasoning tasks. Recently, general-
purpose VLMs such as GPT-4V [1]and Qwen-VL [3] have
demonstrated remarkable cross-task generalization, effec-
tively solving diverse vision-language understanding and
reasoning tasks without task-specific fine-tuning.

2.3. Chain-of-Thought (CoT) Reasoning

CoT reasoning has recently emerged as a powerful
paradigm for enhancing the reasoning capabilities of LLMs.
Its core idea is to make the model explicitly generate inter-
mediate reasoning steps before producing the final answer,
thereby decomposing complex problems into a series of in-
terpretable intermediate processes [58]. CoT reasoning has
been proven effective in improving models’ numerical and
logical reasoning abilities. In robotic domains, introduc-
ing CoT reasoning offers a new perspective for decision-
making. CoT-VLA [62] predicts subgoal images as inter-
mediate reasoning step and then generates action tokens to
accomplish manipulation tasks. ECoT [60] increases the
absolute success rate of OpenVLA [34] by performing mul-
tiple reasoning steps before task execution. Although CoT
reasoning has shown great potential in robotic applications,
its integration into VLAs for autonomous driving remains
in the early stages of exploration.

3. The Proposed Method

3.1. 3D Environmental Perception
In existing VLAs, visual features are typically extracted
using 2D encoders [34, 67], which perform well in pla-
nar tasks [45] but struggle to model 3D structures and spa-
tial relationships. Due to the lack of multi-view depth and
geometric consistency, these models are unbale to accu-
rately perceive 3D environments. To address this limita-
tion, CoT4AD employs feature-centric perception training,
learning from multiple 3D perception tasks to generate 3D
visual tokens.

As shown in Figure 2 (a), CoT4AD takes multi-view im-
ages I = {Ii}Ni=1 as input. A 2D backbone extracts multi-
scale features f2D, which are projected into BEV space
using camera parameters to obtain BEV features fBEV .
The PB-SSM framework is used for efficient multi-view fu-
sion. Two visual modules then encode structured 3D se-
mantics: MapTokenizer Tmap for static elements (lanes,
drivable areas) and ObjectTokenizer Tobj for dynamic ob-
jects (vehicles, pedestrians). Tmap produces map tokens
vmap from BEV patches, while Tobj applies ROI Align
[21] on fBEV to yield object tokens vobj . To comple-
ment limited annotation-based learning, we further intro-
duce BEVTokenizer, which directly partitions BEV fea-
tures into Nbev × Nbev patches to generate comprehensive
BEV tokens vbev . The final environmental representation is
Venv = {vmap, vobj , vbev}, serving as the perception stage
for CoT reasoning.

3.2. Vision-Language Prompt Tuning
In existing VLAs, vision-language tuning is often limited to
the adjustment of image tokens and language tokens [34],
lacking joint optimization of perception tokens and other
multi-modal representations. To address the limited en-
vironment representation capacity of multi-feature tokens
extracted by perception models and the discretized em-
beddings of natural language, we introduce a VQA-based
multi-modal vision-language finetuning framework.

During the fine-tuning stage, the model learns high-level
perception capabilities and driving knowledge from VQA
datasets, enabling the transfer from multi-modal tokens to
numerical reasoning space. Inspired by soft prompt tun-
ing [46], we introduce stage-irrelevant tokens denoted as
Vs. These learnable and discretized tokens are used to
encode visual details during training and serve as input
across different stages of CoT reasoning. The effective-
ness of soft prompt tuning has been demonstrated in vari-
ous Transformer-based tasks, including image classification
and numerical reasoning [5, 13]. Our experiments will show
that this method is also effective for end-to-end autonomous
driving tasks to improve the integration of multi-modal per-
ception and language reasoning.
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(a) Architecture of CoT4AD. (b) VLM-Conditioned Diffusion.

Figure 2. (a) Architecture of CoT4AD. It consists of four stages of CoT reasoning including: 3D perception, VQA, VLM-conditioned
diffusion and planning. (b) VLM-Conditioned Latent Diffusion. A conditional latent DiT model diffuses the latent of the current frame
conditioned on VLM embeddings, and the future frame is reconstructed via a VAE decoder.

As illustrated in Figure 2 (b), we fomulate the VQA
datasets as prompt-response pairs {Xinput,Xanswer},
where Xinput = {Venv,Vs,Vego}, Vego encodes the ego
vehicle state such as velociy, acceleration and yaw. During
instruction tuning, visual tokenizers are frozen while the
LLM is set trainable. The Vision-language prompt tuning
state is as:

X̂answer = LLM(Venv,Vs,Vego) . (1)

3.3. VLM-Conditioned Latent Diffusion
Existing VLA systems are often constrained by text-level
reasoning, overlooking the rich multimodal characteristics
of the real world. Inspired by world models in autonomous
driving, which learn physical laws by generating future
frames, we leverage a VLM-conditioned diffusion model
to generate high-fidelity future frames, enabling a deeper
understanding of the world’s rich semantic information.
As illustrated in the Figure 2 (b), our proposed VLM-
conditioned diffusion model operates as follows:

Following Latent diffusion models(LDMs) [50], we train
an encoder E to compresses images If into smaller spatial
representations z0 = E(If ) and an decoder D to restore
future frame If = D(z0). By performing diffusion mod-
eling in the latent space, we avoid direct diffusion in the
high-dimensional pixel space, thereby significantly acceler-
ating the training process of the diffusion model. The LDM
poses a forward process as gradually adding noise to the
latent space, which can be defined as:

q (zt | z0) = N
(
zt;

√
ᾱtz0, (1− ᾱt) I

)
, (2)

where z0 is the clean latent variable, and zt is the noise
frame at time t. The constants αt are hyperparameters. For
the reverse process, we train a diffusion transformer fθ to
reconstruct z0 from the noise frame zt and the conditional
embedding c, where c = LLM(Venv,Vs,Vego). Instead
of sampling noise from a Gaussian distribution, we formu-
late the noise frame zt from the current frame Ic:

zi =
√
ᾱiD(Ic) +

√
1− ᾱiϵ, ϵ ∼ N (0, I), (3)



where i ∈ [1, T ]. During training, the diffusion transformer
fθ takes noise frame zt and conditional embedding c as in-
put to predict denoised latent variable ẑ0 = fθ(z0, c). The
training objective combines latent variable reconstruction
and noise prediction losses:

L = λ∥z0 − ẑ0∥22 + λϵ∥ϵ− ϵ̂θ(zt, c)∥22. (4)

During inference, we adopt a truncated denoising pro-
cess starting from a noisy latent representation zt sampled
from the current frame-based Gaussian distribution and pro-
gressively denoise it conditioned on the conditional embed-
ding c from VLM to obtain the final predicted image ẑ0.
At each denoising step, the DDIM update rule is applied to
iteratively refine the latent state toward the next time step.
Decoder D is applied to decode z0 to predicted future frame
Îf = D(z0).

Through this latent space VLM-conditioned diffusion
generation approach, VLA model can learn future scene
prediction, thereby developing a form of visual reasoning
about scene changes and enhancing the understanding of
environmental semantics and physical laws, rather than re-
lying solely on text or single-frame information.

3.4. Chain-of-Thought Trajectory Planning
At this stage, CoT4AD performs CoT-based planning of fu-
ture driving actions, represented by a sequence of waypoints
Vego = {w1, w2, ..., wT }. We adopt VLM-conditioned
diffusion planning in Sec. 3.3. We follow vanilla diffu-
sion models without latent space as illustrated in Figure 2
(b). We initialize the sampling noise from action anchors
a = {ak}Nk=1 which is clustered by K-Means on the dataset.
The diffusion transformer fa takes noisy actions zat and con-
ditional embedding ca = LLM(Venv,Vfut,Vs,Vego) to
predict denoised trajectories ẑa and classification scores ŝa

as:
{ŝa, ẑa} = fa(zt, ca, t), (5)

where ca represents the conditional embedding and t rep-
resents the timestamp. The whole model, including the vi-
sual encoder, visual diffusion transformer, planning diffu-
sion transformer and the LLM is jointly optimized during
training. To accelerate the forward process during infer-
ence, instead of explicitly generating intermediate steps and
images, it directly produces ca from environment tokens
and prompts as conditional embeddings. At each denoising
step, the diffusion transformer takes the predicted trajectory
from the previous step as input and update predictions with
DDIM for the next timestep.

4. Experiments
In this section, we first introduce two widely used datasets:
nuScenes dataset [6] and Bench2Drive dataset [28]. Then
we evaluate our method on both datasets and compare with

state-of-the-art VLA models. Furthermore, the effective-
ness of our methods is explained by visual analysis. Finally,
ablation studies are conducted on the Bench2Drive dataset
[28] to verify the effectiveness of each module.

4.1. Datasets

NuScenes. NuScenes is a widely used multimodal bench-
mark for perception and open-loop planning in autonomous
driving, containing 1,000 20-second scenes collected in
Boston and Singapore, annotated at 2 Hz (700/150/150 for
train/val/test). Building on this, nuScenes-QA [49] extends
it into a VQA benchmark by generating scene graphs and
diverse question types (e.g., existence, counting, attribute,
comparison), challenging models in multimodal reasoning.

Bench2Drive. Bench2Drive is a benchmark used for
closed-loop E2E-AD, proposed by the Thinklab-SJTU
team. It uses the CARLA V2 [14] simulation environment
to comprehensively evaluate autonomous driving systems
under interactive and dynamic scenarios. For a fair base-
line comparison, Bench2Drive defines a base set of 1000
clips, typically split into 950 for training and 50 for open-
loop validation. Each clip corresponds to a continuous driv-
ing segment (roughly 150 meters) in a specific traffic scene.
Chat-B2D is a VQA extension built on top of Bench2Drive,
introduced in ORION [18]. It provides automatically gen-
erated question-answer pairs for each driving scene in the
Bench2Drive dataset, enabling semantic reasoning evalua-
tion within closed-loop simulation.

4.2. Evaluation Metrics

We conduct open-loop evaluations on the nuScenes dataset
using L2 distance error and average collision rate as evalu-
ation metrics. We conduct both open-loop and closed-loop
evaluations on Bench2Drive dataset with metrics including
Driving Score (DS), Success Rate (SR), Efficiency, Com-
fortness, and Multi-Ability.

4.3. Implementation Details

In experiments, we implemented our method using the Py-
Torch deep learning framework on 8 NVIDIA RTX A800
GPUs with 80GB memory. The network was trained with
a stochastic gradient descent (SGD) [19] optimizer, initial-
ized with a learning rate of 1e−4, momentum of 0.9, and
weight decay of 1e−4. For the backbone feature extrac-
tion, we adopted EVA-CLIP [16] with pretrained model.
LLaMA-3 is employed in CoT4AD. The training diffusion
schedule is truncated by 50/1000 to diffuse the latent im-
ages, while during inference, we use only 2 denoising steps
for prediction. During training, data augmentations are ap-
plied to input images, which are first resized to a resolution
of 640 × 640.



Table 1. Results of E2E-AD methods on NuScenes. †: The ego status and planning trajectory are both processed by LLM in textual
modality. ‡: The high-level command is not used during the training and testing phases.

Method Reference VLM-Based
Ego Status L2 (m) ↓ Collision (%) ↓

BEV Planner 1s 2s 3s Avg. 1s 2s 3s Avg.

ST-P3 [22] ECCV’22 - - - 1.33 2.11 2.90 2.11 0.23 0.62 1.27 0.71
UniAD [23] CVPR’23 - - - 0.48 0.96 1.65 1.03 0.05 0.17 0.71 0.31
UniAD [23] CVPR’23 - ✓ ✓ 0.20 0.42 0.75 0.46 0.02 0.25 0.84 0.37
VAD-Base [31] CVPR’23 - - - 0.69 1.22 1.83 1.25 0.06 0.68 2.52 1.09
VAD-Base [31] CVPR’23 - ✓ - 0.41 0.70 1.06 0.72 0.04 0.43 1.15 0.54
VAD-Base [31] CVPR’23 - ✓ ✓ 0.17 0.34 0.60 0.37 0.04 0.27 0.67 0.33

Ego-MLP [61] CVPR’24 - - ✓ 0.15 0.32 0.59 0.35 0.00 0.27 0.85 0.37
BEV-Planner [38] CVPR’24 - - - 0.30 0.52 0.83 0.55 0.10 0.37 1.30 0.59
BEV-Planner++ [38] CVPR’24 - ✓ ✓ 0.16 0.32 0.57 0.35 0.00 0.29 0.73 0.34

DriveVLM† [54] ECCV’24 ✓ - - 0.18 0.34 0.68 0.40 0.10 0.22 0.45 0.27
DriveVLM-Dual [54] ECCV’24 ✓ ✓ - 0.15 0.29 0.48 0.31 0.05 0.08 0.17 0.10
OmniDrive‡ [57] CoRR’24 ✓ - - 1.15 1.96 2.84 1.98 0.80 3.12 7.46 3.79
OmniDrive [57] CoRR’24 ✓ - - 0.40 0.80 1.32 0.84 0.04 0.46 2.32 0.94
OmniDrive++ [57] CoRR’24 ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.14 0.29 0.55 0.33 0.01 0.13 0.78 0.30
Senna [32] arXiv’24 ✓ - - 0.37 0.54 0.86 0.59 0.09 0.12 0.33 0.18
EMMA† [25] arXiv’24 ✓ - - 0.14 0.29 0.54 0.32 - - - -
ORION [18] ICCV’25 ✓ ✓ - 0.17 0.31 0.55 0.34 0.05 0.25 0.80 0.37
OpenDriveVLA [66] arXiv’25 ✓ ✓ - 0.15 0.31 0.55 0.33 0.01 0.08 0.21 0.10

CoT4AD (Ours) - ✓ ✓ - 0.12 0.24 0.53 0.29 0.02 0.06 0.22 0.10

Table 2. Results of E2E-AD Methods on Bench2Drive under base set. C/L refers to camera/LiDAR. Avg. L2 is averaged over the
predictions in 2 seconds under 2Hz, similar to UniAD. * denote expert feature distillation. NC: navigation command, TP: target point, DS:
Driving Score, SR: Success Rate.

Method Reference *Condition Modality DS↑ SR(%)↑ Efficiency↑ Comfortness↑
TCP* [59] NeurIPS’22 TP C 40.70 15.00 54.26 47.80
TCP-ctrl* [59] NeurIPS’22 TP C 30.47 7.27 55.97 51.51
TCP-traj* [59] NeurIPS’22 TP C 59.90 30.00 76.54 18.08
TCP-traj w/o distillation [59] NeurIPS’22 TP C 49.30 20.45 78.78 22.96
ThinkTwice* [27] CVPR’23 TP C 62.44 31.23 69.33 16.22
DriveAdapter* [26] ICCV’23 TP C&L 64.22 33.08 70.22 16.01

AD-MLP [61] arXiv’23 NC C 18.05 0.00 48.45 22.63
UniAD-Tiny [23] CVPR’23 NC C 40.73 13.18 123.92 47.04
UniAD-Base [23] CVPR’23 NC C 45.81 16.36 129.21 43.58
VAD [31] ICCV’23 NC C 42.35 15.00 157.94 46.01
GenAD [63] ECCV’24 NC C 44.81 15.90 - -
MomAD [52] CVPR’25 NC C 44.54 16.71 170.21 48.63
DriveTransformer-Large [29] ICLR’25 NC C 63.46 35.01 100.64 20.78
ORION [18] ICCV’25 NC C 77.74 54.62 151.48 17.38

Cot4AD (Ours) - NC C 80.24 55.22 153.33 46.78
Cot4AD-CoT (Ours) - NC C 81.22 55.78 149.28 47.40

4.4. Comparison with the State-of-Art Methods

NuScenes. Table 1 reports the performance of state-of-the-
art E2E-AD methods on the NuScenes dataset under UniAD
metrics. CoT4AD achieves competitive results with L2 er-
rors of 0.12 m, 0.24 m, and 0.53 m for 1s, 2s, and 3s hori-
zons, respectively (avg. 0.29 m), clearly outperforming re-
cent VLM-based counterparts such as OpenDriveVLA and
EMMA. In terms of safety, CoT4AD maintains a notably
low collision rate of 0.10%, demonstrating robust and re-
liable trajectory prediction. Unlike methods that incorpo-

rate planner trajectories, CoT4AD relies on ego BEV status
and camera images as input, yet consistently achieves lower
prediction errors and collision rates than OmniDrive++.
This highlights the strong reasoning ability of the proposed
chain-of-thought reasoning, which enhances the model’s
capability to predict driving trajectories in complex scenes.

Bench2Drive. Table 2 presents the closed-loop results of
various E2E-AD methods on the Bench2Drive benchmark.
CoT4AD indicates that the model outputs the trajectories
end-to-end, while CoT4AD-CoT denotes that the trajec-
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Figure 3. Qualitative results of CoT4AD on the Bench2Drive closed-loop evaluation set.

tories are produced through step-by-step CoT reasoning.
Our proposed CoT4AD and CoT4AD-CoT models achieve
the best overall performance. Specifically, CoT4AD-CoT
achieves the highest Driving Score with 81.22 and Suc-
cess Rate with 55.78%, surpassing strong baselines such
as ORION and DriveTransformer-Large. In terms of Effi-
ciency and Comfortness, our method achieves a balanced
performance—demonstrating smoother and more human-
like control behavior compared with transformer-based ap-
proaches that tend to produce abrupt maneuvers. Notably,
both versions of CoT4AD rely solely on camera inputs and
navigation commands, yet outperform models that incorpo-
rate additional LiDAR or expert distillation signals. These
results highlight the effectiveness of our chain-of-thought
reasoning framework in enhancing decision consistency and
improving driving reliability under diverse scenarios. For
more detailed experiment results, please see in the Ap-
pendix.

4.5. Qualitative Results

To further demonstrate the planning capability of our ap-
proach in complex scenarios, we conduct a qualitative com-
parison between CoT4AD and UniAD. As shown in Fig-
ure 3, two representative driving scenes are selected, each

containing three consecutive frames to illustrate the mod-
els’ decision-making processes. In Scene 1, the model is
instructed to change lanes to avoid an obstacle ahead. Al-
though both methods produce reasonable lane-change tra-
jectories, CoT4AD generates a smoother and more contin-
uous trajectory, maintaining a larger safety margin from the
obstacle in frame 3. In Scene 2, the model is instructed
to perform an overtaking maneuver. UniAD fails to antici-
pate the overtaking intent early enough, resulting in insuf-
ficient acceleration and limited overtaking distance, which
prevents it from completing the maneuver safely. In con-
trast, CoT4AD is capable of recognizing the intent earlier
and planning proactively, maintaining a closer following
distance while accelerating and changing lanes smoothly to
complete the overtaking successfully. This demonstrates
that CoT4AD possesses stronger temporal reasoning and
high-level semantic understanding, enabling more human-
like and context-aware driving behaviors. Overall, these
qualitative results highlight the advantages of the proposed
Chain-of-Thought reasoning: it not only improves trajec-
tory smoothness and safety but also enhances robustness
and decision interpretability in complex traffic interactions.
For additional qualitative visualizations and videos, please
refer to the Appendix.



Table 3. Ablation results of tokenizer on Bench2Drive. DS and
SR denote Driving Score and Success Rate.

ID Tmap Tobj Tbev
Closed-loop

DS ↑ SR (%) ↑
1 ✓ ✗ ✗ 44.21 20.12
2 ✗ ✓ ✗ 56.28 38.02
3 ✓ ✓ ✗ 79.77 50.88
4 ✗ ✗ ✓ 69.92 39.64
5 ✓ ✓ ✓ 80.24 55.22

4.6. Ablation Studies
Effectiveness of Perception Tokenizers. Table 3 shows
the detailed ablations of each tokenizer. We observe that
using Tokenizer based on perception labels (ID 1 and ID 2)
achieves relatively strong performance. For example, us-
ing only Tmap or Tobj already significantly improves the
success rate (SR), indicating that perception labels provide
valuable guidance for planning. Tokenizer based directly
on visual features (ID 3 vs. ID 4) also achieves good per-
formance but is less effective than the perception-based to-
kenizer (50.88 vs. 39.64). Combining both perception and
visual features further enhances performance, achieving the
best closed-loop metrics. This indicates that although lim-
ited perception labels can provide certain environmental in-
formation, image features retain more complete semantic
information, and combining both can enhance the model’s
overall performance.

Figure 4. Ablation on the number of predicted future scenes

Effectiveness of CoT Designs. Table 4 shows the detailed
ablations of each step in the introduced CoT pretraing. Re-
moving basic perception (ID 1 vs. ID 2) leads to a signif-
icant drop in both DS (66.44 vs. 59.89) and SR (36.86 vs.
27.95), indicating that visual perception features are essen-
tial for safe and successful driving. Similarly, removing the
VQA module (ID 1 vs. ID 3) reduces a smaller DS (64.38
vs. 59.89) and SR (33.22 vs. 27.95), showing that reason-
ing about visual questions provides useful contextual infor-
mation for driving decision-making. However, the future

Table 4. Ablation results of CoT pre-training. DS and SR denote
Driving Score and Success Rate.

ID Perception VQA Future Closed-loop
DS ↑ SR (%) ↑

1 ✗ ✗ ✗ 59.89 27.95
2 ✓ ✗ ✗ 66.44 36.86
3 ✗ ✓ ✗ 64.38 33.22
4 ✗ ✗ ✓ 72.38 45.22
5 ✓ ✓ ✓ 80.24 55.22

diffusion has a greatest impact on performance. With only
the future module enabled (ID 4), both DS and SR increase
substantially (DS: 72.38, SR: 45.22), highlighting the im-
portance of anticipating future states in closed-loop con-
trol. This phenomenon may be due to the fact that, com-
pared with limited annotated labels, the model learns richer
perception representations from future predictions through
self-supervised learning. As a result, combining all compo-
nents (ID 5) achieves the best performance (DS: 80.24, SR:
55.22), demonstrating that perception, VQA reasoning, and
future prediction complement each other to enhance driving
performance.
Effectiveness of Future Scenes Prediction. Figure 4
presents a detailed ablation study on the impact of the num-
ber of predicted future scenes used in the model. As the
number of future scenes increases from 0 to 8, the model’s
performance improves, reaching a peak with 4 predicted fu-
ture scenes, achieving a SR of 55.78%. However, when
the number of predicted future scenes exceeds this optimal
threshold, the model’s performance begins to degrade. This
decline is attributed to the excessive inclusion of future in-
formation, which results in overloading the model and in-
troducing confusion, thereby diminishing the SR. These re-
sults highlight the importance of balancing the incorpora-
tion of future scene predictions.

5. Conclusion and Future Work
In this paper, we propose CoT4AD, a model that performs
explicit chain-of-thought reasoning in autonomous driving
scenarios. By adopting a multi-step reasoning process con-
sisting of perception–VQA–diffusion–planning, the model
achieves better alignment across the visual, reasoning, and
action spaces, enabling smoother and more accurate plan-
ning in driving tasks. Experiments conducted on two
datasets demonstrate that CoT4AD outperforms existing
state-of-the-art methods, validating the effectiveness of our
proposed approach. Although CoT4AD performs well un-
der explicit reasoning, it is constrained by the computational
complexity of multi-step CoT reasoning and the training in-
stability of diffusion models. In future work, we plan to ex-
plore more efficient CoT reasoning mechanisms to enable
real-time autonomous driving.
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cles. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Com-
puter Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 17222–17231,
2022. 3

[9] Li Chen, Penghao Wu, Kashyap Chitta, Bernhard Jaeger, An-
dreas Geiger, and Hongyang Li. End-to-end autonomous
driving: Challenges and frontiers. IEEE Transactions on Pat-
tern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, 2024. 1

[10] Kashyap Chitta, Aditya Prakash, Bernhard Jaeger, Zehao Yu,
Katrin Renz, and Andreas Geiger. Transfuser: Imitation
with transformer-based sensor fusion for autonomous driv-
ing. IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine in-
telligence, 45(11):12878–12895, 2022. 3

[11] Felipe Codevilla, Matthias Müller, Antonio López, Vladlen
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