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Abstract

Accurate environmental representations are essential for
autonomous driving, providing the foundation for safe and
efficient navigation. Traditionally, high-definition (HD)
maps are providing this representation of the static road in-
frastructure to the autonomous system a priori. However,
because the real world is constantly changing, such maps
must be constructed online from on-board sensor data.
Navigation-grade standard-definition (SD) maps are widely
available, but their resolution is insufficient for direct de-
ployment. Instead, they can be used as coarse prior to guide
the online map construction process. We propose NavMap-
Fusion, a diffusion-based framework that performs itera-
tive denoising conditioned on high-fidelity sensor data and
on low-fidelity navigation maps. This paper strives to an-
swer: (1) How can coarse, potentially outdated naviga-
tion maps guide online map construction? (2) What ad-
vantages do diffusion models offer for map fusion? We
demonstrate that diffusion-based map construction provides
a robust framework for map fusion. Our key insight is that
discrepancies between the prior map and online perception
naturally correspond to noise within the diffusion process;
consistent regions reinforce the map construction, whereas
outdated segments are suppressed. On the nuScenes bench-
mark, NavMapFusion conditioned on coarse road lines
from OpenStreetMap data reaches a 21.4 % relative im-
provement on 100 m, and even stronger improvements on
larger perception ranges, while maintaining real-time capa-
bilities. By fusing low-fidelity priors with high-fidelity sen-
sor data, the proposed method generates accurate and up-
to-date environment representations, guiding towards safer
and more reliable autonomous driving. The code is avail-
able at https://github.com/tmonnin/navmapfusion.

(*) Work was done during an internship at Mercedes-Benz Research
& Development North America.
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Figure 1. Overview of our NavMapFusion approach. Diffusion-
based map construction starts from random noise and is condi-
tioned on camera images and SD map to generate an HD map.

1. Introduction

Accurate knowledge of static road infrastructure, such as
lanes, dividers, and crosswalks, is essential for decision
making in autonomous vehicles. This knowledge must be
extracted from sensor data to react to the actual environment
around the vehicle in real time. However, limited range
and occlusions impose limits to pure perception-based on-
line mapping. Navigation maps offer complementary global
context but lack the resolution and might be outdated; con-
sequently, they can be used as guidance [15, 22]. Lever-
aging coarse priors during online HD-map construction can
close perception gaps in occluded or far-distance regions,
improving safety margins and planning performance.
Conflicts between the navigation prior and online sen-
sor observations may stem from true environment changes
(e.g., construction) or from limited sensor view (e.g., oc-
clusion). A fusion algorithm must therefore perform
context-aware reasoning: retaining correct but currently in-
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visible structures while discarding obsolete ones. This is
particularly challenging since prior maps are mostly fully
correct, but sometimes locally wrong due to roadwork. An-
other source of error is inaccurate localization, causing sys-
tematic errors, drifts, or sudden jumps. The non-uniform
spatial error profile of real-world maps renders heuristics-
based map fusion unreliable.

Classical late-stage fusion pipelines treat perception out-
put and prior maps as separate layers, deferring a hard de-
cision until the end; this struggles when the inputs dis-
agree. Recent learning-based approaches use neural net-
work architectures to condition the online map construc-
tion with prior map information. Their deterministic fu-
sion process makes it harder to discard stale information.
In contrast, we embed the conditioning inside a diffusion
framework, allowing the model to attenuate or amplify in-
dividual elements in a probabilistic manner. Experiments on
nuScenes confirm that integrating prior maps through a dif-
fusion process is effective for map fusion and outperforms
state-of-the-art baselines.

In summary, our contributions are: (1) we propose
NavMapFusion, a novel framework that leverages a diffu-
sion process to fuse navigation map priors with sensor data
for online HD map construction; (2) we demonstrate that
diffusion-based map fusion is more effective than determin-
istic fusion through experiments on the nuScenes dataset;
(3) we provide an extensive study on the robustness of
NavMapFusion towards errors in the SD map input.

2. Related Work

2.1. Online Map Construction

Philion and Fidler [21] propose the first learning-based ar-
chitecture for raster map construction in an online setup.
BEVFormer [17] and TempBEV [12] improve accuracy
by aggregating temporal information across multiple time
steps. BEVerse [34] and BEVSegformer [20] achieve fur-
ther improvements on constructing a raster map. Li et
al. [11] perform map segmentation first and add a post-
processing step that outputs vectorized map geometries.

Liu et al. present VectorMapNet [14], the first end-to-
end model for vectorized map learning. Further, MapTR
[13] addresses the ambiguity in selecting a discrete set of
points to model geometries in vectorized representations by
employing permutation-equivalent modeling, which stabi-
lizes the learning process. Zhang et al. [35] propose a geo-
metric loss function that is robust to rigid transformations.
StreamMapNet [32] and MapUnveiler [9] are more recent
approaches that address temporal stability in constructed
online maps. AugMapNet [18] improves the spatial struc-
ture of the latent space with dense spatial supervision. Su-
perFusion [3] and ScalableMap [31] address long-range on-
line map construction without the use of prior maps.
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Figure 2. Categorization of related work on prior map fusion for
transformer-based vectorized online map construction.

2.2. Diffusion-based Map Construction

Recent work explored the use of diffusion models for online
raster map generation from on-road camera inputs. DiffMap
[7] introduces a latent diffusion model that improves raster
map quality by incorporating structured priors from seg-
mentation masks. DifFUSER [10] extends diffusion mod-
els to handle both 3D object detection and rasterized map
prediction. In contrast to raster map approaches, our work
focuses on generating vector-based map elements using dif-
fusion. PolyDiffuse [2] utilizes diffusion for online vector-
ized map generation. Its Guided Set Diffusion Model re-
fines coarse map predictions from existing models. In con-
trast, MapDiffusion [19] fully formulates vectorized online
map construction as a generative diffusion process, starting
from random noise without relying on coarse initializations.
Hence, MapDiffusion is the foundation for our approach.

2.3. Map Construction with Navigation Map Priors

Navigation maps provide strong priors for online map con-
struction. Raster-based approaches encode prior maps and
integrate them via attention or convolution. P-MapNet [8]
and BLOS-BEV [26] use cross-attention to fuse raster pri-
ors with sensor data. RoadPainter [16] renders priors into
BEV features and applies self-/cross-attention in the de-
coder. EORN [33] updates BEV features with raster SD
maps through convolution and concatenation. NeuralMap-
Prior [28] extends BEV latent space using priors with at-
tention and GRUs. CoGMP [4] employs diffusion-based
generation conditioned on structured vector elements.

Few works exist on guiding vectorized online map con-
struction with information from prior maps, Fig. 2 provides
a schematic overview. SMART [30] encodes navigation
maps and satellite images into a BEV grid that substitutes
the learnable BEV queries in the BEV encoder. SMERF
[15], LGMap [27], and MapVision [29] encode the map
prior into latent map features, which are integrated into the
latent BEV grid by extending the encoder process with an
additional map cross-attention step. MapEx [24] and M3TR
[6] encode the navigation map elements into queries that
are used as a starting point for decoding the online map.
NavMapFusion is filling the white spot by performing con-
ditioning on the decoder side.
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Figure 3. NavMapFusion diffusion process. The reverse process
is conditioned on sensor data from B and SD map data from S.
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3. Approach
3.1. Problem Statement
Let U = {uy,...,u,} be the set of image frame se-

quences from the n monocular cameras mounted on the
ego vehicle. Moreover, let Pqgiv, Phound, and Peross be
the set of polylines (each polyline P = [(azl,y,)]fipl is a
sequence of points) representing lane dividers, lane bound-
aries, and pedestrian crossing within the scene, respectively,
Mup = {Paivs Pbound, Peross } be the local HD map with
ego vehicle at the origin. Let Mgp be the navigation map
consisting of the set of polylines Py,q representing road
geometries. The goal is to find a function m that returns the
local HD map M rp for a given sequence of sets of image
frames U and the navigation map Mgp:

Mup =m (U, Mgp). )

3.2. Diffusion for Map Construction

Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Models (DDPMs) [5]
generate data by learning to reverse a Markovian forward
process that gradually adds Gaussian noise to Xy, where
Xy is the vectorized GT map Mg p. The forward process
defines a noisy sample at timestep ¢ as:

Xt:\/éé»tXO"’_\/]-_@tEv

where oy = 1 — By and &y = szl s control the noise
schedule based on hyperparameters {3; }7_; .
The reverse process iteratively denoises X back to X.
Both processes are visualized for vectorized maps in Fig. 3.
A neural network with learnable weights 6, €5( Xy, t), is
trained to minimize the mean squared error between the true
and predicted noise:

L(0) = Exyu.c lle = eo(X0, )] 3)

e~NOI ()

Once trained, the model can construct a map from pure
Gaussian noise X by iteratively applying the reverse pro-
cess:

1 1-— Qg
Xi1=— | Xt — —=eo(Xs,t) | + 012, (4
t—1 \/07t< t 1—5%60( t )> Ot 4)
where z ~ N(0,I) is Gaussian noise and o is a hyper-
parameter controlling the stochasticity of the reverse step.

3.3. Conditional Diffusion-based Map Construction

NavMapFusion uses conditioning to guide the diffusion-
based map construction process introduced in Sec. 3.2.
Specifically, to include features from the camera sensors,
NavMapFusion adopts the conditioning from MapDiffusion
[19]. Spatial Cross-Attention (SCA) is performed with the
map element queries () attending to features from the BEV
grid B. SCA is implemented with deformable attention
[36]. Formally, for a query feature z, located at reference
point v, in a BEV grid B € REXWxC

K
SCA(2g,0g, B) =Y Age W Blug + Avg],  (5)
k=1

where Ay, and Av,y, are, respectively, the attention weight
and offset of the k-th sampling point, and W is a learnable
weight matrix. The offsets and weights are predicted from
24 to keep computation and memory linear in spatial size.
SCA specifically uses the variant from StreamMapNet [32]
with multi-point attention.

We propose additional guidance of the diffusion process
through SD map features. To this end, we extend the trans-
former decoder with a Map Cross-Attention (MCA) step
that conditions the denoising on map embeddings. In our
model, the query for cross-attention is derived from the
noisy ground-truth input X;. The SD map embeddings S
provide the key and value representations. We compute the
projections:

Q=XWq, K=SWgk, V=5Wy,

and apply standard scaled dot-product attention:

Vd

This allows the noisy map representation to attend to spatial
priors from the SD map during the denoising process.

MCA and SCA provide different degrees of information.
We use a regularization technique to encourage a more bal-
anced fusion strategy. Random dropout is applied to the
BEV grid B by setting B to zero with probability dpgy .
This prevents the model from over-relying on the sensor-
derived features in B and forces it to better leverage the
complementary information from S, yielding a more robust
online map M yp.

-
MCA(Q, K, V) = softmax (QK > V. (6)

3.4. NavMapFusion Architecture

NavMapFusion follows the learned BEV encoder paradigm
that decomposes function m into an encoder fpgy, that
creates a BEV grid B, and a decoder g, that generates the
map M g p conditioned on B and M gp. This process is:

Mup =g(feev (U),Msp). @)
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Figure 4. NavMapFusion Architecture with BEV Encoder fsgv, SD Map Encoder fsp, and Diffusion Decoder g.

The full architecture of NavMapFusion is shown in
Fig. 4. Multi-camera frames U are encoded into a latent
grid B with a learned BEV encoder fppy. The NavMap-
Fusion process uses random queries from A/(0, 1) as a start-
ing point. Following MapDiffusion [19], this denoising is
conditioned on the camera images via SCA and on the SD
map via MCA to guide the process. The diffusion model is
optimized so that the reverse process learns to denoise the
random queries such that a query head can predict an HD
map M g p from the refined queries.

The novelty of the NavMapFusion architecture is in the
integration of prior map information, for example from a
navigation map Mg p. This navigation map is first encoded
with an SD map encoder fsp into map embeddings .S. For
each of the polylines P € Pyoad, fsp creates an individual
embedding. The resulting set .S is used as Keys and Val-
ues in MCA. Conditioning the denoising process on nav-
igation maps serves as additional information for the map
construction task to complement the sensor information at
larger perception ranges and occlusions.

Each decoder layer is composed of a self-attention block,
a Map Cross-Attention (MCA) block, a Spatial Cross-
Attention (SCA) block, and a feed-forward network, each
followed by add and norm operations. The full diffusion de-
coder consists of L of these transformer decoder layers and
a MLP-based query head to decode vectorized map repre-
sentations.

3.5. Sampling

Sampling is the process of generating data points iteratively.
The number of sampling steps k is distinct from 7, the total
number of steps defined for the forward noising process.
For efficient generation, k < T is typically used.

We adopt the Denoising Diffusion Implicit Model
(DDIM) formulation [23] to reduce the required number of

diffusion steps while preserving the quality of map con-
struction. The diffusion process is applied only to the
decoder g, while the conditioning remains deterministic.
Specifically, both the BEV encoder fggy and SD map en-
coder fsp are executed once and reused throughout the de-
noising process. This design enables efficient multi-step
sampling with latency suitable for real-time applications.
The decoder g refines the vectorized map output through
k DDIM-based denoising steps.

4. Experiments

4.1. Dataset and Evaluation Metrics

We conduct our experiments on the NuScenes dataset [1],
which provides data points at 2 Hz. Those include images
from n = 6 monocular cameras U and corresponding vec-
torized GT maps M g p that include elements from the cat-
egories road boundary (“bound”), lane divider (’div”), and
pedestrian crossing ("ped”). We use the geospatially dis-
joint dataset splits from StreamMapNet [32]. The perfor-
mance on the vectorized map construction task is evaluated
using mean Average Precision (mAP).

4.2. Navigation Map Data

The navigation map data from OpenStreetMap (OSM) is
used as the prior map in the experiments. We follow the
code and data provided from P-MapNet [8] to pre-process
the OSM data for the nuScenes dataset [1]. To simulate a
scalable setting based on navigation map input, only road-
level polylines Pyoaq are retained from the OSM. Manual
alignment is performed for accurate localization of the prior
map. Fig. 5 illustrates the OSM used as prior map Mgp,
overlaid on the GT HD map M g p from nuScenes.
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Figure 5. OpenStreetMap data used as M sp visualized in red on top of nuScenes GT map M pgp.

4.3. Experimental Setup

The training setup and the loss functions are taken from
the reference architecture MapDiffusion [19]. We adopt
the training configuration of StreamMapNet with 24 epochs
and batch size 1. The model training is performed in par-
allel on 8 NVIDIA V100 GPUs. AdamW is used for opti-
mization with a cosine annealing schedule and a 2 x 10~
learning rate. The size of the BEV grid is 100 x 50 with a
default perception range of 100m x 50 m.

We use fpgy from the StreamMapNet model [32]. For
fsp, the map encoder from SMERF [15] is used. The dif-
fusion decoder uses L = 6 refinement layers. The dropout
rate for SCA, i.e., for setting B to zero, is dggy = 0.30.

4.4. Baseline Models

MapDiffusion [19] is a diffusion-based approach that pro-
duces vectorized maps online directly from noise. Hence,
it is used as reference architecture and primary baseline
to assess the improvement gained through using prior in-
formation from navigation maps. StreamMapNet-MCA is
a baseline that extends StreamMapNet [32] with fgp and
MCA. We create it to assess the benefit of performing MCA
inside a diffusion framework vs. in a deterministic frame-
work. ScalableMap [31] serves as baseline for long-range
online map construction. Baselines that use navigation
maps are MapTR-SDMap [8], P-MapNet [8], MapEX [24],
and M3TR [6]. Finally, we also compare against sensor-
only baselines including VectorMapNet [14], MapTR [13],
StreamMapNet [32], and SQD-MapNet [25].

4.5. Quantitative Results of NavMapFusion

Tab. 1 shows the results of NavMapFusion in comparison
with online map construction baselines on perception range
100m x 50m. Our core hypothesis is that a diffusion
framework fuses coarse map priors more effectively than
a deterministic one. The data validates this: while the de-
terministic StreamMapNet-MCA achieves a 14.0 % relative
gain over its baseline (from 22.9 % mAP to 26.1 % mAP),
our diffusion-based NavMapFusion boosts mAP by 21.4 %
(from 22.4 % mAP to 27.2 % mAP). This means the relative

Table 1. Performance of NavMapFusion compared to various
baselines at perception range 100m x 50m on nuScenes split
without geospatial overlap [32]. * show results from [32], all other
results are reproduced. AP thresholds {1.0, 1.5,2.0}.

Method ‘ APpCd APg4iv  APpouna mAP
VectorMapNet* [14] 12.0 8.1 6.3 8.8

MapTR* [13] 8.3 16.0 20.0 14.8
SQD-MapNet [25] 24.8 18.8 23.7 22.4
StreamMapNet [32] 24.8 18.4 25.6 229
StreamMapNet-MCA (ours) 28.4 222 27.8 26.1

MapDiffusion [19] 23.4 21.6 22.2 22.4
NavMapFusion (ours) 32.1 20.7 28.9 27.2

Table 2. Performance of NavMapFusion compared to baselines for
long-range map construction. NavMapFusion is trained without
dropout. T range 120 m, original nuScenes split [1], AP thresholds
{1.0,1.5,2.0}. * range 120 m, original nuScenes split [1], AP
thresholds {0.5,1.0,1.5}. ¥ range 100m, geospatially disjoint
nuScenes split [32], AP thresholds {1.0, 1.5, 2.0}.

Method ‘ APpcd APgiv  APpound mAP

ScalableMap [31]° 44.8 49.0 43.1 45.6
NavMapFusion (ours)T 57.5 60.2 57.3 58.4
MapTR-SDMap [8, 13]* 22.0 27.2 19.5 229

P-MapNet [8]* 14.6 19.4 38.7 24.2
NavMapFusion (ours)* 344 37.2 25.7 324
MapEX [6, 24]* 220 172 - 19.6
M3TR [6]} 24.7 18.9 - 21.7

NavMapFusion (ours)f 28.1 22.8 - 25.5

improvement from diffusion is 52.9 % higher than the deter-
ministic case (+21.4 % vs. +14.0 %), confirming the signif-
icant benefit of fusing navigation map information through
a generative process.

The class-specific results show that the improvement is
most significant for road boundaries (+30.2 %) and pedes-
trian crossings (+37.2 %). This is expected since the road
polylines Ppo.q from Mgp provide road-level informa-
tion, and crossing road lines suggest intersections that of-
ten come with pedestrian crossings. Furthermore, NavMap-
Fusion outperforms earlier methods such as VectorMap-



Net and MapTR, as well as state-of-the-art methods like
StreamMapNet and SQD-MapNet.

Tab. 2 shows the results of NavMapFusion (trained with-
out dropout) in comparison with baselines designed for
long-range map construction either by specialized archi-
tectures or by using prior maps. The first part of Tab. 2
matches the experimental setup of ScalableMap [31]. In
that setup, NavMapFusion reaches 58.4 % mAP, exceeding
the 45.6 % mAP achieved by ScalableMap. Given that Scal-
ableMap substantially outperforms SuperFusion [3], our re-
sults demonstrate that NavMapFusion surpasses both long-
range mapping methods with the help of prior maps.

The second part of Tab. 2 matches the experimen-
tal setup of P-MapNet [8], which uses prior maps. P-
MapNet [8] reaches 24.2 % mAP. MapTR-SDMap, which
is presented as a baseline in P-MapNet [8], reaches
22.9% mAP. NavMapFusion outperforms both baselines
reaching 32.4 % mAP.

The third part of Tab. 2 shows results on the default ex-
perimental setup in this work. Available baselines matching
this setup are MapEX [24] and M3TR [6]. A direct compar-
ison is still difficult since both works use a subset of the GT
map Mpgp as prior information. The variant integrating
GT road boundaries is, while much more high-fidelity, the
most similar to our conditioning. In that variant, MapEX
[24] and M3TR [6] both achieve close-to-perfect A Ppoung.
We follow their evaluation protocol by calculating the mAP
only on AP,eq and APg;,. With provisioning of GT road
boundaries, the mAP performance of MapEX [24] on the
remaining classes reaches 19.6 %. M3TR [6] slightly im-
proves over MapEX with 21.7 % mAP. Our NavMapFusion
approach achieves an even larger mAP of 25.5 %, again out-
performing both baselines. In summary, on both original
and new nuScenes split, NavMapFusion achieves state-of-
the-art on absolute performance and also yields strong rela-
tive improvements over its reference architecture thanks to
effectively integrating information from Mgp.

Tab. 3 shows the results of NavMapFusion (trained
without dropout) on various perception ranges in com-
parison to MapDiffusion, the reference architecture with
no MCA. While the relative improvement is negligible at
60m x 30m, it increases substantially with larger per-
ception ranges. NavMapFusion reaches 4.8 % relative im-
provement on 80m vs. 18.8% on 100m. The relative
improvement increases further with 52.5% on 120 m and
57.4 % on 150 m. This immense improvement confirms the
hypothesized benefit of using navigation maps as prior in-
formation for online map construction. The benefit is higher
for larger perception ranges since sensor limitations such
as perception range and likelihood for occlusion become
stronger influencing factors. NavMapFusion proposes an
effective way to combine coarse SD maps with high-fidelity
image data, improving the map construction performance at

Table 3. Comparison of NavMapFusion without MCA (i.e.,
MapDiffusion, X) and NavMapFusion (v) at multiple perception
ranges on nuScenes split without geospatial overlap [32]. d = 0.0.
AP thresholds *: {0.5, 1.0, 1.5}, *: {1.0, 1.5, 2.0}.

Range Map | APpea  APaiy  APiowa MAP |  Tmpr.
somxaomt 5| S0 07 wa 6| s00%
somcdomt 7|00 0% 357 ars | sasu
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Table 4. Ablation on diffusion parameters k, 7, T at perception
range 100 m X 50 m on nuScenes split without geospatial overlap
[32]. d = 0.0. AP thresholds {1.0,1.5,2.0}.

Steps k1 T FPS APped AP4iv  APhouna MAP

05 05 147 277 22.6 28.9 26.4
05 05 103 281 227 28.9 26.6
05 05 81 28.1 22.8 29.0 26.6

01 05 81 28.0 227 28.9 26.5
05 05 81 28.1 22.8 29.0 26.6
09 05 81 28.1 22.8 29.0 26.6

05 01 81 27.5 22.1 28.7 26.1
05 05 81 28.1 22.8 29.0 26.6
05 09 81 28.1 229 29.0 26.6

—

WD | | e W

Table 5. Ablation of NavMapFusion at perception range 100 m x
50 m on nuScenes split without geospatial overlap [32]. “Impr.” is
the incremental rel. improvement. AP thresholds {1.0,1.5,2.0}.

Method | APpea APgiy  APhouna AP | Impr.
Baseline [19] 23.4 21.6 22.2 224

+ MLP-based fsp 26.3 20.7 28.3 25.1 | +12.1%
+ SMEREF [15]-based fsp | 31.5 18.9 28.6 263 | +4.8%
+ MCA before SCA 28.1 228 29.0 266 | +1.1%
+ Dropout on B (ours) 32.1 20.7 28.9 27.2 +2.3%

larger ranges while maintaining it in near range. It achieves
this at 14.7 FPS for k = 1 and at 8.1 FPS for £k = 5 on an
Nvidia A6000 GPU, maintaining real-time capabilities.

4.6. Ablation Studies

Tab. 4 shows the performance of NavMapFusion trained
without dropout and evaluated on various key diffusion pa-
rameters, including the number of diffusion steps k, the n
parameter in DDIM sampling [23], and the query thresh-
old 7. For k, the map construction quality increases with
more steps and saturates at around £ = 5. The numbers
show a favorable performance vs. latency trade-off. Be-
sides for performance, multiple diffusion steps are impor-
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tant for generating diverse samples as explored in MapDif-
fusion [19]. The n parameter controls the randomness in the
generation process. Since map construction is less multi-
modal, this parameter has only a minor influence, with the
best performance given between n = 0.5 and 0.9. The
query threshold 7 shows a similar trend with the best per-
formance between 7 = 0.5 and 0.9. For the final evaluation,
NavMapFusion uses k = 5,7 = 0.5, and 7 = 0.5.

Tab. 5 shows an ablation of the NavMapFusion archi-
tecture. Individual design choices contribute to the over-
all performance, starting from the baseline MapDiffusion
[19] with 22.4 % mAP. Integrating navigation map informa-
tion by creating map embeddings .S with a 4-layer MLP for
fsp improves the sensor-only performance by 12.1 %, con-
firming that this diffusion framework can effectively lever-
age even simple map embeddings. Using the sophisticated
transformer-based map encoder from SMERF [15] for fsp
adds another relative improvement of 4.8 %. Finally, ap-
plying MCA before instead of after SCA increases relative
performance by an additional 1.1 %. This confirms the the-
ory from a Bayesian standpoint: MCA provides the coarse
prior, and SCA subsequently updates this prior with evi-
dence from sensor data. Finally, adding dropout by setting
B to zero with probability dp gy adds another 2.3 % rela-
tive improvement as rationalized in Sec. 3.3, leading to a
final NavMapFusion model with 27.2 % mAP.

4.7. Robustness towards Imperfect SD Map Prior

Our qualitative analysis (Fig. 8b) shows NavMapFusion can
be overly-reliant on the prior, omitting road elements visi-
ble to sensors but missing from Mgp. This motivates a
detailed study of the model’s sensitivity to various failure
modes that lead to imperfect SD map priors, for which we
also investigate methods to improve robustness.

4.7.1. Outdated Map Geometries

We simulate missing map geometries by randomly drop-
ping SD map polylines from .S with probability dsp. The
performance for various dgp is shown in Fig. 6, with the
red line corresponding to inference without any SD map
condition, serving as a lower-bound reference. The base-
line, NavMapFusion (black), exhibits a performance drop
when evaluated with incomplete SD maps; with mAP val-
ues even below the lower bound with no SD map condi-
tion for dgp > 0.7 during inference. To improve robust-
ness, we experiment with adding train-time dropout, result-
ing in a more gradual decline of performance. Interestingly,
higher train-time dropout rates introduce a trade-off: 20 %
dropout (green) achieves higher performance under ideal
conditions, while 30 % (yellow) offers more stable robust-
ness for larger dropout rates. Notably, 10 % dropout (pink)
is optimal along the entire range. It enhances robustness at
higher dropout rates but also maintains competitive perfor-
mance when the full map prior is available.

4.7.2. SD Map Misalignment

We evaluate the importance of our manual alignment pro-
cess of the SD maps (Sec. 4.2). For NavMapFusion trained
on aligned SD maps, we get 26.6 % mAP when evaluat-
ing on aligned SD maps, and 26.0 % mAP on unaligned
SD maps. NavMapFusion trained on unaligned SD maps
reaches 26.8 % mAP when evaluating on aligned SD maps,
and 26.5% mAP on unaligned SD maps. In summary,
alignment has a marginal impact, and using unaligned SD
maps during training even improves testing on aligned SD
maps, likely serving as a regularization.

4.7.3. Location Inaccuracy

Inspired by the previous result, we evaluate NavMapFu-
sion on translation errors sampled from random Gaussian
noise with ¢ in meters. Fig. 7 shows evaluations on random
noise with different standard deviations, black is the model
trained with no noise. While reaching 26.6 % mAP for eval-
uation with no noise (o = 0), performance drops quite a bit
for o > 1. As per expectation, stronger noise in training
makes NavMapFusion more invariant to the navigation map
input in general: Training with ¢ > 1 (green, yellow) is
more robust to noise during evaluation, but also subpar in a
setting without noise. We find training with o = 1 (pink) to
be a good compromise, preserving maximum performance
that is maintained up to evaluation noise o = 3.
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(a) Intersection behind ego vehicle barely visible. MapDiffusion misses one road (yellow circle) that is predicted by NavMapFusion thanks to Mgp.
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(b) Night scene with poor illumination. Intersections in front (pink circle) and behind the ego vehicle (yellow circle) are barely visible. MapDiffusion misses
both roads. NavMapFusion predicts the road behind ego correctly, but omits the upcoming left turning road, because it is missing in Mgp.

Figure 8. Two qualitative results of NavMapFusion. Camera images U are on the left. Next to it are SD map M sp and GT HD map M pup.
On the right side are prediction of the MapDiffusion baseline without prior map (“MD”) and prediction of NavMapFusion (“Ours”).

4.7.4. Localization Errors

For further analysis, we simulate two kinds of localization
errors. Using SD maps from a random location within the
map area (ego potentially not near a road) with probabil-
ity p, NavMapFusion drops from 26.6 % mAP for p = 0.0
to 20.1 % mAP for p = 1.0. We inject these localization
errors during training with p = 0.1 to address robustness.
NavMapFusion reaches evaluation results of 25.9 % mAP
for p = 0.0 and 24.4 % mAP for p = 1.0, showing mostly
preserved performance and much improved robustness.
More challenging to disambiguate are random valid lo-
cations, for example erroneously using the SD map from
a past location. To simulate this, we use the localized SD
map of a random other nuScenes data point with probability
p. NavMapFusion drops from 26.6 % mAP for p = 0.0 to
17.8 % mAP for p = 1.0 (even lower than aforementioned
20.1 % mAP for purely random locations). Injecting these
localization errors during training with p = 0.1 gives eval-
uation results of 24.7 % mAP for p = 0.0 and 24.0 % mAP
for p = 1.0. This indicates high fault tolerance while still
outperforming the baseline MapDiffusion (22.4 % mAP).

4.8. Qualitative Results

Fig. 8 shows qualitative results of our NavMapFusion
model in comparison with the MapDiffusion baseline on
two traffic scenes. In both scenes, NavMapFusion predicts
a road branch missed by MapDiffusion thanks to leveraging
additional information from Mgp. In Fig. 8b, addition-

ally, MapDiffusion misses an upcoming road branch on the
front left. That road branch is also omitted by NavMapFu-
sion because it is missed in M gp. This shows that while
NavMapFusion can effectively fuse information from sen-
sor data and prior map, it is limited to either of the inputs
providing the information.

5. Conclusion

We introduced NavMapFusion, a novel diffusion-based
framework for online vectorized HD map construction. The
model learns to iteratively denoise random initializations
under the guidance of sensor data and prior map. By con-
ditioning the map constructing task individually on sensor
data and map data, NavMapFusion effectively fuses low-
fidelity prior information with high-fidelity sensor inputs.
NavMapFusion uniquely interprets discrepancies between
the navigation prior and online sensor observations as noise
within the diffusion framework. Our experiments demon-
strate that NavMapFusion leverages prior map information
more effectively than deterministic baselines, while main-
taining real-time speed. A detailed robustness study indi-
cates that train-time regularization can increase robustness
towards errors in the SD map while leveraging its bene-
fits when the SD map is correct. The benefit increases
with larger perception ranges, confirming that prior maps
are specifically helpful to complement sensor limitations.
This improves the robustness of downstream planning tasks,
leading to safer autonomous driving.
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