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Abstract

The autonomous driving community is increasingly
focused on addressing the challenges posed by out-of-
distribution (OOD) driving scenarios. A dominant research
trend seeks to enhance end-to-end (E2E) driving systems
by integrating vision–language models (VLMs), leveraging
their rich world knowledge and reasoning abilities to
improve generalization across diverse environments.
However, most existing VLMs or vision–language agents
(VLAs) are built upon autoregressive (AR) models. In this
paper, we observe that existing AR-based VLMs–limited
by causal attention and sequential token generation–often
fail to maintain consistency and controllability between
high-level reasoning and low-level planning. In contrast,
recent discrete diffusion VLMs equipped with bidirectional
attention exhibit superior controllability and reliability
through iterative denoising. Building on these observations,
we introduce dVLM-AD, a diffusion-based vision–language
model that unifies perception, structured reasoning, and
low-level planning for end-to-end driving. Evaluated on
nuScenes and WOD-E2E, dVLM-AD yields more consistent
reasoning–action pairs and achieves planning performance
comparable to existing driving VLM/VLA systems despite
a modest backbone, outperforming ARM-based baselines
with a 9% improvement in behavior–trajectory consistency
and a 6% increase in RFS on long-tail WOD-E2E scenarios.
These results suggest a controllable and reliable pathway
for scalable end-to-end driving.

1. Introduction
End-to-end (E2E) autonomous driving systems have
achieved remarkable progress by unifying perception, pre-
diction, and planning within a single framework [14, 23].
Building on this trend, increasing attention has been devoted
to enhancing the robustness of E2E systems in long-tail
and out-of-distribution scenarios [18, 50, 51, 63]. Moti-
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    },
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    "Future Meta Behavior": {
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    "Trajectory":[[_,_], [_,_],[_,_], [_,_],[_,_]]
}

{
    "critical_objects":  {
        "nearby_vehicle":No, "traffic_element":Yes, 
"weather_condition":No, "special_vehicle":No,
"pedestrain":Yes, "cyclist":No, "construction":No
    },
    "Explanation": A zebra crossing lies ahead, with 
pedestrians preparing to cross the road…
    "Future Meta Behavior": {
        "longitudinal": come to stop,
        "lateral": keep lane,
    },
    "Trajectory":[[1.2, 0.0], [1.3, 0.0],[1.3, 0.0], [1.3, 
0.0],[1.3, 0.0]] }
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Figure 1. Comparison of end-to-end autonomous driving paradigms.
(a) Autoregressive VLMs sequentially decode reasoning and tex-
tual action tokens, where each prediction depends on previous
outputs, leading to accumulated exposure bias and limited global
consistency. (b) VLAs introduce latent action tokens and a sepa-
rate decoder to produce trajectories, but reasoning–action coupling
remains implicit. (c) Our dVLM reformulate driving as an iterative
denoising process that jointly refines reasoning and action repre-
sentations under sensor and ego-state conditioning. This diffusion
formulation eliminates left-to-right dependencies, enhances stabil-
ity, and achieves stronger reasoning–action alignment within the
end-to-end autonomous driving system.

vated by this goal, recent efforts explore the integration of
vision-language-action (VLA) models [5, 6, 19, 24], which
leverage rich world knowledge and strong reasoning capa-
bilities to advance driving intelligence [2, 9, 22, 71, 73].
This integration not only enables driving systems to rea-
son over open-vocabulary visual cues and follow natural-
language navigation commands, but also enhances inter-
pretability of driving systems - an essential property for
ensuring safe and reliable decision-making in complex, real-
world driving environments. However, existing mainstream
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Scene Reasoning: The ego vehicle is 
expected to decelerate and prepare to 
stop due to the red light…
Meta Behavior: stop and straight.
Suggested Trajectory: 
[[1.3,0],[1.3,0],[1.3,0],[1.3,0],[1.3,0]].
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Blank

Trajectory
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The ego vehicle is expected to 
decelerate and prepare to stop 
due to the red light…

Bypass!

Figure 2. Challenges in existing driving VLMs/VLAs. (1) Reasoning–action inconsistency: ARM-based VLMs’ sequential decoding can
produce plans where the inferred behavior conflicts with the predicted trajectory (e.g., behavior mismatches the trajectory). Our dVLM
performs template-anchored iterative refinement with bidirectional attention, enforcing cross-field consistency between meta-behavior
and trajectory. (2) Uncontrollable generation: The structured reasoning of AR-VLMs is easily corrupted by prompt-level perturbations
(e.g., bypassing reasoning steps), leading to broken formats and unstable outputs. In contrast, dVLM’s template-anchored fill-in-the-blank
decoding with schema checks preserves order and semantics, yielding safe, consistent actions.

VLMs/VLAs are predominantly built upon autoregressive
models (ARMs) [1, 26, 35, 36]. These models typically take
camera frames and textual instructions as inputs and then
sequentially generate the reasoning process followed by ac-
tion tokens, owing to their inherently unidirectional (causal)
attention mechanism. Despite remarkable advances, a funda-
mental question remains unresolved: Is the autoregressive
paradigm truly the optimal paradigm for VLM-based E2E
autonomous driving system?

In this paper, we observe two critical limitations of ARM-
based VLMs/VLAs for autonomous driving: (1) Reason-
ing–action inconsistency [40]: As shown in Figure 1, dur-
ing generation, ARM-based VLMs/VLAs can only attend
to previously generated tokens but not subsequent action
tokens. As a result, the model may produce actions that
are semantically misaligned with its reasoning, leading to
inconsistent or unsafe decisions (see Figure 2 for an exam-
ple). (2) Uncontrollable generation: ARMs rely solely
on likelihood optimization and format-based rewards [12],
without ensuring adherence to a standardized reasoning pro-
cess, which embeds critical safety constraints. As a result,
their reasoning process is highly sensitive to input instruc-
tions [16, 25, 43]. For instance, as illustrated in Figure 2, the
driver can easily gain unintended control over the model by
issuing a simple instruction such as “predict the trajectory
without the reasoning process”. This instruction causes the
ARM to bypass its internal structured reasoning pipeline
(e.g., recognizing a red light and decelerating) and directly
generate an unsafe trajectory.

To mitigate these limitations, we go beyond auto-
regressive decoding to diffusion-based VLMs (dVLMs) [64,

67, 68]. The diffusion-based paradigms [10, 39, 66] itera-
tively denoise a heavily corrupted sequence, allowing for
bidirectional context integration in each refinement step in-
stead of left-to-right causal decoding. This architectural
shift directly addresses ARM-based exposure-bias hallucina-
tion [15] by letting every position condition on global context
throughout generation, which empirically yields more co-
herent, globally consistent outputs [31]. Just as importantly,
the multi-step denoising process naturally supports control-
lable generation: safety constraints, structured templates, or
partial tokens can steer the denoising trajectory without re-
training, enabling stronger adherence to prescribed reasoning
protocols and reducing susceptibility to prompt manipula-
tion [11, 31, 61]. These properties - bidirectional reasoning,
global consistency, and controllability - make dVLMs a prin-
cipled alternative for safety-critical driving systems.

Inspired by these insights, to address the limitation of
ARMs for autonomous driving, we propose dVLM-AD, a
diffusion-based vision–language model for driving. Our
key idea is to replace left-to-right decoding with bidirec-
tional, iterative generation, allowing visual understanding,
textual reasoning, and low-level trajectory tokens to be re-
fined jointly, thereby achieving stronger global consistency
and controllability. In Figure 2, dVLM-AD employs a struc-
tured CoT template with fill-in-the-blank so that the reason-
ing is anchored. This design preserves consistency between
reasoning and action while preventing users from easily ex-
erting unintended control over the model, thereby ensuring
that it predicts safe behaviors (e.g., “decelerate and stop”)
through the structured reasoning process.

To implement it, the most straightforward way is to train
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the diffusion model on the structured reasoning-action data
for the driving domain. Despite its simplicity, such naive
training is not effective. We find that naive training will
introduce a slot-length bias, where reasoning steps, such
as scene understanding, behavior prediction, and trajectory
generation, naturally vary in length, yet controllable decod-
ing requires predefined slot sizes at inference. Once these
slots are fixed, the model tends to “fill to capacity”, gen-
erating outputs constrained by length rather than seman-
tics. For example, when a window size of three tokens is
reserved for meta-behavior prediction, the model may in-
correctly produce right-lane-change instead of the
correct keep-lane, simply because the longer phrase fits
the allocated token window. To address this challenge, we
introduce a dynamic denoising strategy that allows variable-
length infilling within a fixed mask window. Built upon this
decoding strategy, dVLM-AD is adapted to the autonomous
driving domain based on the LLaDA-V [67] through a
two-stage training pipeline: (i) large-scale alignment us-
ing 145k driving-related QA pairs curated from open-source
datasets [2, 9, 13, 47, 54] to ground the model’s multimodal
understanding in the driving domain; and (ii) supervised
fine-tuning with 53k structured reasoning-action annota-
tions for driving. After training, dVLM-AD preserves the
controllability of diffusion-based decoding while mitigating
slot-length bias, leading to reasoning and planning outputs
that are semantically grounded and behaviorally consistent
for autonomous driving domain.

We evaluate the effectiveness of dVLM-AD on the
Waymo Open Dataset (WOD-E2E) and nuScenes [7, 57].
To assess reasoning–action consistency, we compare dVLM-
AD against an autoregressive (ARM)-based vision–language
agent (VLA) under identical training settings. Our method
demonstrates a significant improvement over ARM-based
counterparts. In terms of driving performance, when trained
on the same data, our diffusion-based approach surpasses
ARM-based baselines with a 6% improvement in long-tail
scenarios on WOD-E2E. Despite being built upon LLaDA-V,
a relatively modest backbone compared to Qwen2.5-VL and
Gemini, dVLM-AD can also achieve comparable driving
performance to these VLM/VLA systems that are built on
stronger base models such as the Qwen and Gemini fam-
ily [49]. Furthermore, we analyze the effectiveness of the
proposed dynamic denoising strategy and perform instruc-
tion perturbation experiments to validate its critical role in
maintaining controllable reasoning and ensuring safe, reli-
able planning behaviors.

2. Related Work

2.1. Vision-Language-Action (VLA) Models.

Recent progress in Vision–Language–Action (VLA)
models has unified perception, reasoning, and control

within a single multimodal framework. Most existing
VLAs are autoregressive, representing actions as discrete
tokens decoded sequentially by large language models.
Systems such as RT-2 [6], OpenVLA [24], and their driving
counterparts—OpenDriveVLA [72], Impromptu-VLA [8],
and AutoVLA [74]—show that leveraging language-driven
reasoning improves trajectory prediction, particularly in
long-tail scenarios. More recently, diffusion- or flow-based
VLAs (e.g., Octo [48], π0 [5], π0.5 [19], DiffVLA [21])
generate continuous trajectories through iterative denoising
or flow matching, enhancing open-world robustness.
Other efforts such as LoHoVLA [65], ChatVLA-2 [75],
CogVLA [30], and NORA [17] focus on long-horizon
reasoning and efficiency. While these approaches advance
generalization and capability, challenges remain in ensur-
ing reasoning–action consistency and safe, controllable
decision-making—gaps that motivate our diffusion-based
formulation in autonomous driving.
2.2. Diffusion Large Language Models (dLLMs).
Discrete diffusion modeling has advanced rapidly in both
theory and practice. Early works such as D3PMs formalized
noise and transition designs [3], while Diffusion-LM showed
controllable text generation beyond the autoregressive
paradigm [31]. Subsequent studies refined discrete objec-
tives and simplified masked diffusion for better stability
and efficiency [37, 45, 46]. Building on these foundations,
dLLMs have scaled to large language model regimes: the
LLaDA series [39] and Dream 7B [66] match autoregressive
performance via large-scale masked diffusion training and
careful scheduling [39], while post-training methods such
as LLaDA 1.5 and TraceRL use preference optimization and
trajectory-aware RL to better align with human feedback
and reasoning goals [56, 76]. Closer to our multimodal
setting, MMaDA [64] proposes a unified, modality-agnostic
diffusion architecture with chain-of-thought alignment and
unified RL post-training; LLaDA-V [67] and Dimple [68]
integrate visual instruction tuning into masked diffusion
LMs and report competitive multimodal performance; and
some recent works [28, 34, 58, 59] extend diffusion VLMs
to vision–language–action for embodied AI systems. Along
this path, to the best of our knowledge, our work is the first to
introduce a reasoning-based dVLM for autonomous driving.

3. Preliminaries
3.1. CoT-based Planning in Autonomous Driving
In autonomous driving, reasoning-based planning aims to
generate interpretable motion conditioned on perception and
intention [32, 38, 44, 69, 70]. Given past multi-camera
frames vT−K+1:T , historical ego states eT−K+1:T , and a
navigation command g, the planner outputs a Chain-of-
Thought (CoT) reasoning process R and a sequence of future
waypoints τ = {(xi, yi)}Ki=1. Formally, the reasoning plan-
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Figure 3. The overview of dVLM-AD framework.

ner can be represented as
(R, τ ) = Planner(vT−K+1:T , eT−K+1:T , g), (1)

where R captures the intermediate reasoning steps that
bridge perception and decision, and τ defines the ego-centric
trajectory to be executed. This formulation unifies per-
ception, reasoning, and motion generation within an inter-
pretable framework, enabling safer and more transparent
planning in complex driving environments.

3.2. Discrete Diffusion Vision Language Models
Forward and Reverse Process. Let x0 = (x1, . . . , xL)
be the target token sequence and c = (v,p) the condition-
ing context (visual features and text prompt). A discrete
diffusion VLM follows a mask–denoise cycle governed by a
noise schedule {λt}Tt=1. At step t, a subset Mt⊆{1:L} is
masked according to λt, yielding a corrupted sequence xt.
The reverse process applies a denoising policy πθ that, given
(xt, c, t), predicts replacements only for indices in Mt while
keeping visible tokens fixed; iterating t=T →0 recovers a
clean sequence. This view matches absorbing-state discrete
diffusion with categorical transitions and naturally supports
bidirectional conditioning on c and xt.
Discrete Diffusion Modeling. Modeling operates directly
in token space with a special [MASK] state. Training sam-
ples t and masked sets Mt, then optimizes θ so that πθ

(equivalently the denoiser pθ) predicts ground-truth tokens
{xi}i∈Mt conditioned on (xt, c); the loss is computed only
on masked positions:

L(θ) = Et,x0,xt

[
− 1

|Mt|
∑
i∈Mt

log pθ
(
xi
0 | xt, c

)]
, (2)

where xt is obtained by masking x0 at step t and Mt = {i :
xi
t = [MASK]}.

4. Method

In this section, we introduce dVLM-AD, a diffusion-based
vision–language model for end-to-end autonomous driving
that unifies visual perception, object detection, high-level
prediction, and low-level planning within a single reasoning
pipeline. We first present our framework, then formalize
controllable reasoning for driving and instantiate it with a
dynamic denoise strategy that progressively reveals masked
targets during denoising (§ 4.1). Finally, we describe dataset
construction, detailing data sources and the annotation
protocol that supervises each reasoning stage (§ 4.2).

4.1. The dVLM-AD Framework

Model Architecture. The overall architecture of dVLM-
AD is illustrated in Figure 3. dVLM-AD is initialized
from LLaDA-V [67], a diffusion vision language model
whose multimodal understanding is comparable to open-
source autoregressive VLMs [4, 26, 53]. The dVLM-AD
comprises three components: (i) a LLM backbone, (ii)
a vision encoder, and (iii) a multimodal projector. We
adopt LLaDA-8B-Instruct [39] as the language backbone,
SigLIP2-so400m-patch14-384 [52] as the vision encoder,
and a lightweight MLP as the projector.

dVLM-AD consumes camera inputs V , high-level navi-
gation instructions g, and ego-state signals e, and produces
scene reasoning and a planned trajectory. We tailor V to
each dataset: for nuScenes [7], we use the front view from
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the past one second,

VnuScenes =
[
c t−1s

front , c
t−0.5s
front , c t

front

]
,

providing short-term temporal context; for Waymo Open
Dataset End-to-End [62], we use three synchronized views
at the current time step,

VWaymo =
{
c t

front-left, c
t
front, c

t
front-right

}
.

The navigation g (e.g., Turn Left, Go Straight) specifies
the intended maneuver. The ego state e aggregates signals
over the past 3 s at 0.5 s intervals (2 Hz), including current
velocity, acceleration, and a short history of recent waypoints.
Given these inputs, dVLM-AD first generates a structured,
controllable reasoning trace and then predicts the vehicle’s
future behaviors at 2 Hz.
Action Representation. There are two prevailing action
representations for VLM-based planning: textual waypoints
and discrete action tokens. Textual waypoints serialize the
future path as a schema-constrained string (e.g., JSON coor-
dinates) [9, 44, 51], while action-token methods emit discrete
action/trajectory tokens that an expert head dequantizes into
waypoints [71, 73]. Across standard benchmarks, both fami-
lies deliver comparable planning quality. Action tokens are
appealing for their lower decoding latency and for easing the
enforcement of physical/dynamics priors via dequantization
and expert decoders. Nevertheless, we still adopt textual
waypoints for two reasons: (1) a unified language interface–
perception, prediction, and coordinates in one channel; and
(2) diffusion language-model fine-tuning is notably unsta-
ble in practice [67], and introducing extra action vocabular-
ies/decoder heads tends to amplify this instability and data
demand in our setting. Specifically, dVLM-AD predicts
τ = {(xi, yi)}Ki=1 at 2Hz. Notably, unlike autoregressive
models (ARMs), dVLM-AD can dynamically adjust the
number K of generated waypoints at inference by setting
the number of mask tokens, and is therefore not constrained
by the fixed trajectory length used during training.
Controllable Reasoning for Driving. Recent studies em-
phasize that the reasoning process in autonomous driv-
ing should be structured, reflecting the inherently sequen-
tial pipeline of driving: perception, prediction, and plan-
ning [47, 51]. However, existing ARM-based LLMs exhibit
unreliability when required to generate structured output.
Inspired by prior work [61], we pioneer the use of diffusion
vision–language models to produce structured, controllable
reasoning and actions in autonomous driving. Our key idea
is to recast free-form generation as constrained infilling: we
first construct a structured reasoning template x̂T , as shown
in Figure 3. Unlike standard dVLM decoding that begins
from a fully masked sequence xT (i.e., MT = {1:L}), we
initialize the reverse chain with x̂T so that only a subset
of slots is masked, MT ⊊ {1:L}. The visible anchors in
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Figure 4. Dynamic denoise strategy for controllable reasoning.

x̂T act as hard constraints and guidance, and the denoising
policy πθ fills the remaining slots in a controlled, template-
consistent manner. Formally, our structured objective con-
ditions on a template with visible anchors. Let x̂T be the
template, A = {i : x̂i

T ̸= [MASK]} the anchor set, and
E = {1:L} \A the editable indices. At step t, we mask only
editable slots Mt ⊆ E and keep anchors fixed in xt. The
training loss is:

L(θ) = Et,x0,xt, Mt⊆E

[
− 1

|Mt|
∑
i∈Mt

log pθ
(
x i
0 | xt, c

)]
,

(3)
where xt is obtained by masking x0 only on Mt and clamp-
ing xi

t = x̂i
T for all i ∈ A.

Dynamic Denoise Strategy. As discussed in Section 3.2,
diffusion-based LLMs require specifying a fixed-length
masked token sequence before the reverse denoising process.
Although several recent studies have attempted to relax this
constraint by enabling variable-length masking [27, 29], the
problem remains unresolved. Specifically, while structured
templates offer a means of enforcing controllable reasoning,
their dependence on fixed-length slots remains inherently
restrictive. Owing to lexical variability, tokenized phrases
exhibit inconsistent lengths—for example, “left turn” may
consist of only two subword tokens, whereas “right lane
change” typically requires three or more. A naive strategy is
to allocate slots according to the maximum span length, yet
this introduces a length-matching bias: the model is implic-
itly incentivized to generate content whose length merely
fits the available blanks rather than content that is semanti-
cally appropriate (e.g., “three blanks ⇒ three-token phrase”).
Therefore, we propose a dynamic denoise strategy for con-
trollable reasoning, as illustrated in Figure 4. The key idea
is to introduce a special reduce token that allows the masked
span to be adaptively shortened during the reverse denoising
process. At initialization, all non-templated positions be-
tween two structural anchors are fully masked. During each
denoising step, the model predicts token distributions over
these masked slots. Once the confidence of placing a reduce
token at a specific position exceeds a predefined threshold,
that position is fixed as a reduce token, and all masked tokens
following it—up to the next templated token—are immedi-
ately pruned from the sequence. This reduction is only valid
under a structural constraint: every token between the re-
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Table 1. Evaluation of Object↔Explanation consistency and Behavior↔Trajectory alignment on nuScenes and WOD-E2E validation sets.
Col./RFS denotes the average Collision Rate (Col.)—lower is better—and the Rater Feedback Score (RFS)—higher is better.

Method Decoding
Strategy Backbone Object↔Explanation Behavior↔Trajectory Col./RFS

O → E E → O Avg. longitudinal lateral Avg.

nuScenes validation set

OpenEMMA∗ [60] AR InternVL3.5 89.5 84.8 87.2 67.6 79.6 73.6 –
LightEMMA∗ [42] AR Qwen3-VL 87.7 85.8 86.7 76.1 87.2 81.7 –
VLM-AD (ours) AR LLaVA-OV 93.2 96.3 94.7 85.3 85.7 85.5 0.35

dVLM-AD (ours) Diff. LLaDA-V 98.2 98.9 98.6 87.1 88.5 87.8 0.32

WOD-E2E validation set

OpenEMMA∗ [60] AR InternVL3.5 89.4 85.1 87.3 44.2 39.6 41.9 5.158
LightEMMA∗ [42] AR Qwen3-VL 87.8 86.0 86.9 71.3 71.6 71.5 6.517
VLM-AD (ours) AR LLaVA-OV 91.8 93.7 92.8 59.7 85.9 72.8 7.215

dVLM-AD (ours) Diff. LLaDA-V 98.1 98.3 98.2 74.4 85.7 80.1 7.633

duced token and the nearest subsequent templated token
must still be masked at the moment of reduction. If any of
these positions have already been filled with non-masked
content, the reduction is rejected to preserve alignment with
the template. In this way, the model is permitted to ter-
minate generation early only when the remaining span is
semantically redundant, rather than being forced to fill a pre-
allocated slot length. Notably, we observe in practice that
the model tends to assign the reduce token prematurely. To
avoid this, we employ a brief warm-up phase during which
the reduce token is not fixed, allowing the model to first
decode meaningful content before reduction is activated.

4.2. Dataset Construction

Unlike contemporary state-of-the-art VLMs (e.g., Qwen3-
VL [49], InternVL 3.5 [55]), our foundation dVLM,
LLaDA-V, has not been extensively pre-trained on mas-
sive multimodal corpora. As a result, its world knowl-
edge—particularly for driving—lags behind mainstream
ARM-based VLMs. To align LLaDA-V with driving-specific
knowledge, we curate and process data from existing driv-
ing datasets, focusing on supervision signals that empha-
size scene understanding, high-level prediction, and plan-
ning. Concretely, we collect and filter examples from Im-
promptuVLA [9], DriveAction [13], DriveLM [47], Driv-
eLMMo1 [20], and CoVLA [2] and obtain approximately
145k driving-related QA pairs for alignment, providing tar-
geted supervision that strengthens LLaDA-V’s perception
and prediction capabilities. Details can be found in Ap-
pendix A. Moreover, high–quality reasoning signals are es-
sential for linking scene semantics to the ego vehicle’s future
motion [40, 73]. We therefore build a structured annota-
tion pipeline tailored to trajectory prediction. Specifically,
we construct reasoning annotations tailored to trajectory
prediction by employing GPT-4.1 [41] as an automatic an-
notator conditioned on the same signals available to the
predictor—multi-frame front-view images, past ego state, a
navigation command, and the ego’s future waypoints—and

by overlaying 2D bounding boxes on the current frame
to strengthen object grounding. Inspired by Poutine [44],
we structure the output into four fields where object
detection lists salient agents and traffic elements,
explanation provides a concise causal rationale linking
those cues to the upcoming motion, future behavior
specifies high-level longitudinal and lateral intentions con-
sistent with the scene, and trajectory encodes the target
future path as waypoints. At inference time, the dVLM treats
these four fields as templated slots and fills the correspond-
ing values. Finally, we annotate 23k and 30k reasoning
data for nuScenes and WOD-E2E datasets, respectively.

5. Experiment
5.1. Experimental Setup
Datasets. We evaluate VLM-AD and dVLM-AD in
nuScenes [7] and WOD-E2E [62] benchmarks in open-loop
settings. nuScenes contains 1,000 urban driving scenes
(20 s each) captured in Boston and Singapore with a full
AV sensor suite (6 cameras, 5 radars, 1 lidar). The official
split is 700/150/150 scenes for train/val/test. Camera
frames are high-resolution 1600 × 900 JPEGs recorded
at ∼ 12 Hz, while annotated keyframes are sampled at 2
Hz. Waymo Open Dataset End-to-End (WOD-E2E)
comprises 4,021 long-tail driving segments of 20 s each,
split into 2,037/479/1,505 for train/val/test. Each segment
includes eight-camera surround-views (1920× 1280) video
at 10 Hz along with routing inputs and ego state. For
evaluation, only the first 12 s of each test segment are
provided; the subsequent 8 s future is hidden and predictions
must be generated using information available up to the last
frame of the 12 s context.

Implementation Details. For a fair comparison, we train
both VLM-AD and dVLM-AD with the same two-stage
recipe: in Stage I, we optimize 145k alignment samples with
Eq. 2 for 1 epoch; in Stage II, we finetune the models with
Eq. 3 for 3 epochs on nuScenes (23k) and WOD-E2E (30k).
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Table 2. Comparison of different methods on WOD-E2E test set. ∗ indicates models evaluated in a zero-shot setting (without fine-tuning).

Method Backbone # Trajectories RFS↑ ADE (5s)↓ ADE (3s)↓
OpenEMMA∗ [60] - zero-shot 5.158 12.476 6.684
LightEMMA∗ [42] - zero-shot 6.517 3.740 1.705
Open-LLaMA [57] LLaMA-Vision – 7.429 3.217 1.314
NaiveEMMA [57] Gemini – 7.528 3.018 1.320

AutoVLA [73] Qwen2.5-VL 52.8k 7.557 2.558 1.351

dVLM-AD LLaDA-V 29.3k 7.633 3.022 1.285

Table 3. Comparison of driving-related models on L2 Error (m)
across different horizons on nuScenes validation dataset. ∗ indicates
models evaluated in a zero-shot setting (without fine-tuning).

Method L2 Error (m) ↓
1s 2s 3s Avg.

Training-based Driving Policy
UniAD [14] 0.20 0.42 0.75 0.46
VAD-Base [23] 0.17 0.34 0.60 0.37
BEV-Planner [33] 0.16 0.32 0.57 0.35
Ego-MLP [33] 0.15 0.32 0.59 0.35

VLMs or VLAs with Reasoning
OpenEMMA∗ [9] 1.45 3.21 3.76 2.81
Gemini-2.5-Pro∗ [9] 0.37 1.35 2.96 1.56
Claude-3.7-Sonnet∗ [9] 0.28 0.94 2.04 1.09
GPT-4o∗ [9] 0.28 0.93 2.02 1.07
DriveVLM [51] 0.18 0.34 0.68 0.40
AutoVLA (w/ CoT) [73] 0.25 0.46 0.73 0.48

dVLM-AD (ours) 0.15 0.40 0.68 0.41

Details are provided in the appendix.

Evaluation Metrics. For nuScenes, we report the L2
distance error computed on the official 2 Hz keyframes.
For WOD-E2E, we report ADE and RFS. ADE is the
mean Euclidean distance over the prediction horizon,
1
H

∑H
t=1∥ŷt − yt∥2, averaged over samples. RFS (Rater

Feedback Score) [62] evaluates a single predicted ego tra-
jectory against multiple human-rated reference trajectories
using trust regions. For each rater trajectory, rectangular
trust regions are defined around the reference path with
distinct lateral and longitudinal thresholds; if the prediction
lies within a region at an evaluation time, it receives
that rater’s high score, otherwise the score decays with
lateral/longitudinal deviations. Furthermore, we add two
consistency metrics. Object↔Explanation Consistency uses
an LLM judge to compare entities in detection versus those
referenced in the explanation, reporting two directional
errors—O → E (detected but not mentioned) and E → O
(mentioned but not detected)—with higher values indicating
better agreement. Behavior↔Trajectory Consistency
converts the predicted trajectory to a meta action via rules
and measures its agreement with the predicted behavior;
to discourage trivial “keep lane/keep speed,” we compute
a weighted accuracy using ADE weights.

5.2. Main Results

Consistency Analysis. As shown in Table 1, dVLM-AD
achieves superior overall consistency compared to autore-
gressive baselines, highlighting the inherent advantages of
diffusion-based reasoning in driving tasks. Across both
datasets, Object↔Explanation alignment remains high, with
dVLM-AD approaching 99% accuracy and improving upon
the strongest AR baseline by roughly 5%. This indicates
that the diffusion model generates explanations that are more
faithful to visual evidence and perceived traffic elements.
For Behavior↔Trajectory, there is a noticeable asymmetry
between longitudinal and lateral alignment. Longitudinal
reasoning proves more challenging due to AR-based VLMs’
tendency to produce inconsistent velocity plans—such as
declaring a stop or slow down while actually accelerat-
ing (Fig. 5)—whereas lateral behaviors, typically governed
by navigation commands, remain more stable. Moreover,
nuScenes yields higher overall consistency than WOD-E2E,
as its simpler traffic conditions often involve straightforward
maneuvers like go straight or keep speed. Finally, under
identical model capacity and training data, the diffusion-
based dVLM-AD surpasses its autoregressive counterpart
(VLM-AD) on planning metrics, reducing collision rate by
about 9% and increasing human-rated RFS by 6%. These
results collectively validate that diffusion VLMs serve as a
more reliable backbone for achieving semantically consistent
and safe autonomous driving plans.

WOD-E2E Results. Table 2 presents performance com-
parisons on the WOD-E2E test set, which specifically tar-
gets long-tail driving scenarios. Our dVLM-AD obtains the
highest RFS (7.633) despite using fewer trajectories (29.3k)
and a weaker backbone (LLaDA-V) than the leading AR-
based method AutoVLA (RFS 7.557) with 52.8k trajecto-
ries and backbone Qwen2.5-VL. Note that the zero-shot
models OpenEMMA and LightEMMA achieve substantially
lower RFS (5.158 and 6.517 respectively) and much higher
ADE@5s, underscoring the difficulty of the benchmark for
methods without fine-tuned planning. The superior RFS
and lowest ADE@3s achieved by our model indicate that
diffusion-based VLMs are not only more human-aligned but
also more accurate in short-horizon trajectory forecasting
under rare and complex driving conditions.
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Figure 5. Examples of our dVLM-AD demonstrate stronger consistency between reasoning and action than autoregressive VLMs.

nuScenes Results. We evaluate dVLM-AD on the
nuScenes validation set, as shown in Table 3. For a fair com-
parison, baselines are restricted to traditional training-based
driving policies and VLM/VLA systems that jointly output
both reasoning and trajectory. Under this protocol, dVLM-
AD achieves trajectory accuracy comparable to the strongest
VLM/VLA while simultaneously providing coupled rea-
soning–trajectory outputs. Zero-shot VLM/VLA baselines
exhibit noticeably larger errors, underscoring the value of
structured planning supervision, whereas traditional policies
remain competitive on L2 but do not yield explicit reasoning.

5.3. Ablation Studies
Denoise Strategies. As mentioned in Section 4.1, we com-
pare a naive fixed-slot denoising scheme with our dynamic
denoise strategy under identical backbones, training data,
and prompts; only the decoding policy differs. As shown in
Table 4, the naive strategy yields substantially lower accu-
racy on both longitudinal (46.30) and lateral (26.50) behav-
iors, averaging 36.40. A diagnostic of the lateral predictions
reveals a pronounced length-matching bias: because the tem-
plate reserves five masked tokens for the lateral slot, the
model disproportionately outputs right_lane_change-
the longest behavior phrase in our meta behavior set—with
43% of lateral predictions collapsing to this single class. In
contrast, our method introduces a dynamic denoise policy
with a sentinel reduce token and a short warm-up, allowing
spans to terminate early once sufficient evidence is formed
rather than filling all reserved blanks.

Prompt Perturbation. We inject harmful prompts directly
into the user navigation command, considering two pertur-
bations, Order Perturbation (OP) and Trajectory Omission
(TO), that explicitly target the decoding pipeline. OP dis-

Table 4. Comparison of different denoise strategies.

Method longitudinal lateral Avg.

Naive 46.30 26.50 36.40
Ours 74.40 (+28.10) 85.70 (+59.20) 80.05 (+43.65)

Table 5. Comparison between VLM-AD and dVLM-AD under
different prompt perturbations. OP corresponds to Order Pertur-
bation, and TO corresponds to Trajectory Omission. Values in
(red) denote the relative degradation compared to the vanilla setting.

Model Strategy RFS↑ ADE (5s)↓ Cons.↑ SR (%)↓

VLM-AD
Vanilla 7.42 2.34 71.50 –

OP 7.16 (-0.26) 3.17 (+0.83) 68.55 (-2.95) 100.0%
TO 5.39 (-2.03) 11.41 (+9.07) 40.65 (-30.85) 94.89%

dVLM-AD
Vanilla 7.66 2.51 80.05 –

OP 7.58 (-0.08) 2.60 (+0.09) 79.80 (-0.25) 0.00%
TO 7.49 (-0.17) 2.59 (+0.08) 76.55 (-3.50) 0.00%

rupts the mandated step order (e.g., forcing trajectory genera-
tion before perception/objects), while TO coerces the model
to continue emitting reasoning until the output budget is
exhausted, preventing trajectory emission; implementation
details are provided in the appendix. As shown in Table 5,
AR-based VLM-AD exhibits pronounced degradation under
both perturbations, whereas the diffusion, template-anchored
dVLM-AD maintains planning quality and consistency un-
der any perturbation. These results indicate that schedule-
and budget-level prompt manipulations can severely com-
promise autoregressive planners, while schema-constrained
infilling confers robustness in our setting.

6. Conclusion

We present dVLM-AD, a diffusion-based vision–language
model addressing two central challenges in driving VLMs:
(i) reasoning–action inconsistency and (ii) uncontrollable
generation. By anchoring generation to a schema and refin-
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ing bidirectionally, dVLM-AD tightly couples the reasoning
trace with predicted actions while constraining decoding
to the prescribed structure. Empirically, this delivers more
reliable reasoning–action consistency and greater robust-
ness to prompt perturbations on nuScenes and WOD-E2E
under matched training settings. Despite employing a rel-
atively weak backbone and textual waypoints, dVLM-AD
achieves planning performance comparable to existing driv-
ing VLMs/VLAs. Our future work will focus on accelerating
runtime of dVLMs and adopting action-centric decoders that
embed physics priors to further improve reliability.
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