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Abstract

3D Panoptic Occupancy Prediction aims to reconstruct
a dense volumetric scene map by predicting the semantic
class and instance identity of every occupied region in 3D
space. Achieving such fine-grained 3D understanding re-
quires precise geometric reasoning and spatially consistent
scene representation across complex environments. How-
ever, existing approaches often struggle to maintain precise
geometry and capture the precise spatial range of 3D in-
stances critical for robust panoptic separation. To over-
come these limitations, we introduce HyGE-Occ, a novel
framework that leverages a hybrid view-transformation
branch with 3D Gaussian and edge priors to enhance
both geometric consistency and boundary awareness in
3D panoptic occupancy prediction. HyGE-Occ employs
a hybrid view-transformation branch that fuses a continu-
ous Gaussian-based depth representation with a discretized
depth-bin formulation, producing BEV features with im-
proved geometric consistency and structural coherence. In
parallel, we extract edge maps from BEV features and
use them as auxiliary information to learn edge cues. In
our extensive experiments on the Occ3D-nuScenes dataset,
HyGE-Occ outperforms existing work, demonstrating supe-
rior 3D geometric reasoning.

1. Introduction
3D Panoptic Occupancy Prediction (3DPOP) extends 2D
perception tasks, such as segmentation [7, 21, 28] and depth
estimation [8, 44, 45], into a unified volumetric reasoning
framework that predicts both semantic class and instance
identity for every occupied region in 3D space. Unlike 2D
perception [12], which operates on visible pixels, 3DPOP
reconstructs the complete spatial layout of the scene, rea-
soning about both visible and occluded structures. Such
holistic scene understanding is essential for autonomous
driving. Estimating the full 3D occupancy is vital for safe
motion planning and long-term scene prediction.

*Corresponding author.
†Work done prior to joining Amazon.

Figure 1. HyGE-Occ fuses continuous and discrete depth repre-
sentations into a hybrid BEV space and integrates an edge prior to
enhance boundary cues, yielding robust 3DPOP.

A key line of work in this field focuses on feature
lifting from camera views to 3D space using Bird’s-Eye-
View (BEV) representations, avoiding the computational
burden of full 3D convolutions. The dominant paradigm,
Lift-Splat-Shoot (LSS) [36], performs discretized unprojec-
tion along predefined depth bins and projects image fea-
tures into BEV space, providing a simple yet effective
mechanism. The BEV representation captures 3D features
more efficiently than heavy 3D convolutions. Despite their
advantages, discrete depth prediction methods still suffer
from depth quantization artifacts, producing coarse geom-
etry with ambiguous object edges in the 3D map [29].

Recent approaches introduce continuous or probabilis-
tic representations, such as Gaussian Splatting [20] and tri-
plane features [9, 16]. These representations model 3D ge-
ometry as smooth, differentiable functions rather than dis-
crete fixed bins, enabling them to encode structural features
in a more flexible manner. In the case of Gaussian splatting,
the method provides a continuous, uncertainty-aware 3D
representation by predicting the mean and variance of per-
pixel depth distributions, effectively characterizing both the
expected depth and its surrounding ambiguity. These prop-
erties enable smooth geometric interpolation and mitigate
quantization artifacts inherent to discretized depth bins. The
resulting representation better captures fine-grained spatial
variation and provides stable depth reasoning under occlu-
sion or in ambiguous visual conditions, making it particu-
larly effective for dense, complex scenes.

Motivated by this, we explore how continuous 3D
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Gaussian-based formulations and discretized depth reason-
ing can complement each other. While discretized ap-
proaches like LSS preserve precise spatial localization,
continuous Gaussian representations enhance geometric
smoothness and robustness to depth uncertainty. We lever-
age the complementary strengths of both through a unified
hybrid design that balances structural precision and geo-
metric consistency, forming a foundation of our proposed
framework for improved geometric reasoning.

However, improved geometric reasoning alone does not
guarantee accurate semantic or instance-level occupancy
predictions. We observe that many 3D occupancy predic-
tion frameworks [27, 49] struggle to delineate semantic and
instance boundaries with precision. These models misrep-
resent the spatial extent of objects and ambiguously local-
ize their boundaries, leading to mislabeled edge regions
or incomplete instance separation. Such errors stem from
the lack of explicit supervision of inter-object boundaries,
which causes boundaries that appear diffuse or uncertain.

To address these challenges, we propose HyGE-Occ, a
hybrid view-transformation method with 3D Gaussian and
Edge Priors that enhances both geometric consistency and
boundary precision in 3D Panoptic occupancy prediction.
HyGE-Occ introduces a Hybrid View-Transformation
Branch that integrates dense Gaussian splatting priors with
discretized LSS features through alpha blending, combin-
ing the geometric consistency of continuous representations
with the local spatial precision of discretized depth reason-
ing. In addition, we introduce an Edge Prediction Module
that explicitly enhances boundary awareness within BEV
feature representations. Edge maps are generated from
ground-truth semantic labels and serve as auxiliary super-
vision to strengthen boundary cues in the BEV space. This
process sharpens structural details before volumetric decod-
ing, enabling the network to produce more accurate and
consistent boundaries for both semantic and instance-level
occupancy predictions. Both modules are architecturally
decoupled, allowing seamless integration into diverse BEV-
based occupancy models without architectural redesign.

We validate HyGE-Occ on the Occ3D-nuScenes [41]
dataset, where it achieves state-of-the-art performance,
demonstrating superior geometric fidelity and sharper
panoptic delineation. When we integrate our two modules
into existing frameworks such as Panoptic-FlashOcc [49]
and ALOcc [5], we surpass their original results, confirm-
ing their effectiveness as a scalable enhancement for both
panoptic and semantic occupancy prediction models.
In summary, our contributions are threefold:
• We propose a Hybrid View-Transformation Branch that

fuses continuous and discrete BEV features for improved
geometric fidelity.

• We design an Edge Prediction Module that introduces ex-
plicit edge supervision into volumetric decoding, leading

to sharper, more precise panoptic delineation.
• We extensively evaluate our method on the Occ3D-

nuScenes dataset, where quantitative and qualitative re-
sults demonstrate state-of-the-art performance, confirm-
ing the effectiveness of our approach.

2. Related works
3D Occupancy Prediction. Early studies in 3D occu-
pancy prediction primarily focus on estimating voxel-wise
occupancy states by discretizing the scene into regular
3D grids. Occ3D [41] established a unified benchmark
across Waymo [40] and nuScenes [3], enabling consis-
tent evaluation across sensor modalities and model archi-
tectures. Building upon this foundation, research has pro-
gressed from LiDAR-centric pipelines [32, 46, 47, 51, 52]
toward camera-only methods [4, 13, 16, 30, 33] that offer
greater scalability and deployment efficiency. PanoOcc [43]
is the first to introduce a unified voxel-based framework
for camera-only 3D panoptic occupancy prediction, inte-
grating semantic segmentation and instance-level detection
into a single end-to-end model. It learns a coarse-to-fine
voxel representation via multi-view and multi-frame fusion,
achieving dense, panoptic-level 3D scene understanding
without LiDAR input. SparseOcc [27] further advanced the
task by introducing ray-based evaluation metrics, RayIoU
and RayPQ, which measure geometric and panoptic qual-
ity along camera rays and provide a more faithful assess-
ment of long-range scene consistency compared to voxel-
only metrics. Following these developments, Panoptic-
FlashOcc [49] presents a lightweight camera-only frame-
work that operates directly on BEV features, providing an
efficient and scalable 3D panoptic occupancy prediction.
View Transformation for 3DOP. 3D occupancy predic-
tion inherently requires transforming 2D image features
into 3D space to infer volumetric scene structure. Numer-
ous strategies have been explored for this 2D-to-3D trans-
formation, ranging from explicit depth-based lifting meth-
ods [36] to implicit field modeling approaches [16, 53],
and more recently, NeRF [1, 17, 34, 42, 50] or Gaussian
Splatting [2, 10, 18, 55]-based scene representations for
occupancy prediction. Each formulation offers a distinct
trade-off between geometric accuracy and spatial consis-
tency. Among these, Lift-Splat-Shoot (LSS) [36] and its
extensions [5, 15, 23, 48, 49] have been widely adopted due
to their simplicity and scalability. These methods discretize
depth into uniform bins and aggregate voxel-level features
to construct BEV representations. However, such dis-
cretization inevitably introduces quantization artifacts and
limits geometric continuity along the depth axis. To over-
come these limitations, GaussianLSS [29] has proposed 3D
Gaussian-based uncertainty-aware depth modeling to bet-
ter handle depth ambiguity. This suggests that the two rep-
resentations can complement each other when combined,



Figure 2. Overview of our proposed HyGE-Occ. Our model takes multi-view images as input and first extracts image features through a
shared image backbone. The Hybrid View-Transformation Branch fuses a discretized and continuous Gaussian-based depth representa-
tion to form hybrid BEV features that combine spatial precision and geometric continuity. The resulting BEV features are further refined by
a Edge Prediction Module, which predicts BEV-level edge maps optimised with pseudo edge labels computed from the semantic ground
truth. These boundary-enhanced BEV representations are then decoded by the panoptic head, consisting of semantic and instance center
branches, to produce the final 3D panoptic occupancy prediction.

leveraging their respective strengths in spatial localization
and geometric continuity. Inspired by this insight, we pro-
pose a hybrid framework that integrates discrete with con-
tinuous depth reasoning, enhancing geometric consistency
and structural coherence for 3DPOP.
Edge Supervision. Precise boundary information provides
critical cues for distinguishing semantic regions and captur-
ing fine-grained structural details in scene understanding.
In image semantic segmentation [6, 22, 31, 39], edge-aware
learning has been extensively explored to enhance boundary
precision and mitigate over-smoothing near object edges.
Recently, this concept has been extended to 3D percep-
tion [11, 38, 54], where boundary priors have also shown
effectiveness in improving geometric fidelity and spatial
consistency. These findings indicate that boundary-aware
cues can enhance spatial consistency in both semantic and
panoptic scene reconstruction. Building upon this insight,
we introduce an edge head that provides explicit boundary-
aware guidance to the model for refined boundaries and im-
proved panoptic consistency.

3. Method
3.1. Model overview
HyGE-Occ improves BEV-based 3D panoptic occupancy
prediction by introducing two novel modules, a Hybrid
View-Transformation Branch and an Edge Prediction Mod-
ule. Given N = 6 multi-view images {Ii}Ni=1, a 2D back-
bone extracts feature maps Fi ∈ RC×H×W . These fea-
tures are then lifted into BEV space through our hybrid
view-transformation process, which combines discretized
Bd and continuous Bg depth features to generate hybrid
BEV features Bh that better preserve geometric structure
and spatial coherence. To further enhance structural pre-
cision, HyGE-Occ employs an edge prediction module
trained with pseudo-edge supervision derived from seman-

tic annotations. This module encourages clearer boundary-
sensitive signals within BEV features, resulting in provid-
ing guidance to volumetric decoder towards sharper spa-
tial delineation. The final hybrid BEV representation is fed
into a volumetric decoder to produce dense voxel-wise se-
mantic and instance predictions. Hybrid depth fusion and
boundary-aware refinement enhance the reliability and co-
herence of 3D panoptic occupancy predictions The model
overall architecture is illustrated in Figure 2.

3.2. Discretized Depth Unprojection
For discretized depth modeling, we divide the depth range
[dmin, dmax] into B uniform intervals following the previ-
ous work [36], forming a discrete depth set D as:

D =

{
di = dmin + i · dmax − dmin

B

}B−1

i=0

(1)

Each image pixel gets a predicted feature vector c ∈ RC

and a normalized depth probability distribution α ∈ ∆B ,
where ∆B is a B-dimensional probability simplex. For a
specific depth bin di, the frustum feature cdi ∈ RC is de-
fined by weighting the context feature by its probability:
cdi

= αi c. These depth-weighted features are then unpro-
jected into 3D frustum space and later aggregated into BEV
coordinates. The discretized depth branch supervises voxel
occupancy through a binary cross-entropy loss as follows:

LLSS = −Ogt log(OLSS)− (1−Ogt) log(1−OLSS), (2)

where Ogt and OLSS denote the ground-truth and predicted
occupancy volumes, respectively. Although the discrete un-
projection mechanism efficiently lifts 2D features into 3D, it
introduces unstable depth distribution and incomplete spa-
tial coverage [29] due to its fixed bin resolution. In addition,
the softmax-based depth probabilities may become unsta-
ble, leading to inconsistent geometry in neighboring depths.



Figure 3. Hybrid View-Transformation Branch. The proposed
module integrates both discrete and continuous depth representa-
tion through a blending module to form hybrid BEV features that
combine geometric continuity with spatial precision.

3.3. Continuous Gaussian-based Unprojection
To overcome the limitations of discrete binning, we adopt
a continuous depth unprojection branch inspired by the 3D
Gaussian primitives [20, 29]. Instead of representing depth
as a hard depth bin assignment, each pixel predicts a con-
tinuous depth distribution parameterized by a mean µ and
variance σ2. This introduces an uncertainty-aware spatial
range: (µ−kσ, µ+kσ), where k is a tolerance factor. This
formulation mitigates depth quantization by allowing depth
to vary smoothly within the predicted distribution, improv-
ing robustness under ambiguous conditions such as occlu-
sion or far viewing distances. Our use of Gaussian prim-
itives is motivated by two key properties observed in 3D
Gaussian Splatting, smooth spatial support and uncertainty-
aware depth modeling. We leverage these properties to en-
rich the lifted 3D features, soften the influence of incorrect
depth estimates, and implicitly capture object extents within
the uncertainty region.

To integrate these benefits, we construct Gaussian fea-
tures by mapping each pixel’s predicted depth distribution
to a 3D anisotropic Gaussian centered at µ with covariance
Σ = diag(σ2

x, σ
2
y, σ

2
z) and opacity α ∈ [0, 1]. Each Gaus-

sian thus defines a volumetric kernel:

Gi(x) = αi exp

(
−1

2
(x− µi)

⊤Σ−1
i (x− µi)

)
, (3)

where αi modulates the visibility or transparency of the
Gaussian primitive. All Gaussians are then splat-rendered
into the BEV plane through differentiable accumulation:

Fgauss(x) =
∑
i

wi ·Gi(x), (4)

where wi denotes the learned feature weight derived from
the backbone. The resulting splatted representation encodes
depth as a smooth spatial field, providing a continuous ge-
ometric signal that complements the discrete LSS features
within our hybrid design.

In addition to occupancy estimation, the continuous un-
projection branch also predicts auxiliary centerness and off-
set maps. These maps guide the reconstruction of object
geometry in the BEV space. The centerness map ĉ pro-
vides spatial weighting that emphasizes object centers and
suppresses noisy regions. The offset map ô encodes posi-
tional shifts between projected features and their ground-
truth centers c. These additional predictions enable the
Gaussian-based representation to better capture instance ge-
ometry and improve the localization accuracy of recon-
structed structures. The continuous depth representation
method is optimized with a multi-task loss that jointly su-
pervises segmentation, centerness, and offset prediction.
The loss is formulated as:

LG = λ1Lseg + λ2Lcenter g + λ3Loffset g, (5)

where λ1, λ2, and λ3 are weighting coefficients that balance
each component. The segmentation loss (Lseg) is a focal
loss [26] to handle class imbalance:

Lseg = −αt(1− pt)
γ log(pt), (6)

where pt is the predicted probability for the true class, αt is
a balancing factor, and γ is a focusing parameter.

The centerness loss employs an L1 objective, and the off-
set regression is trained with an L2 loss,

Lcenter g = ∥ĉ− c∥, Loffset g = ∥ô− o∥2, (7)

where ĉ and ô are predicted centerness and offset values,
and c and o are their respective ground truths.

3.4. Hybrid View-Transformation Branch
While the Gaussian formulation provides continuous,
uncertainty-aware estimation across depth, the LSS branch
preserves local contrast and details through explicit bin-
wise formation. To leverage the complementary proper-
ties, as shown in Figure 3, we fuse BEV features from both
branches, with a simple yet effective α-blending strategy.
This hybrid representation captures Gaussian continuity and
LSS spatial precision, producing stable, structurally coher-
ent BEV embeddings. For each view i, we obtain the fol-
lowing BEV features as:

Bd
i = ULSS(Fi), Bg

i = UG(Fi), (8)

where Bd
i and Bg

i denote BEV features from discretized
ULSS and continuous UG projections, respectively. Then
they are α-blended into the hybrid BEV representation Bh

i :

Bh
i = αBg

i + Bd
i , α ∈ [0, 1]. (9)

All hybrid features from N views are finally fused into Bagg
via a standard BEV aggregation Fuse:

Bagg = Fuse
(
{Bh

i }Ni=1

)
. (10)

The obtained geometry-aware BEV embedding serves as in-
put to the volumetric decoder.



Algorithm 1 Edge Prediction Module

Input: Semantic ground truth Ygt ∈ RH×W ;
BEV feature map Bbev ∈ RC×H×W

Output: Edge loss Ledge
Ground-truth edge extraction

1: Egt ←
√
(Sx ∗Ygt)2 + (Sy ∗Ygt)2 ▷ Pseudo Edge label

BEV edge prediction
2: Epred ← F(Bbev) ▷ Predict edge probability map

Edge loss calculation
3: Ledge ← BCE(Epred,Egt)
4: return Ledge

3.5. Edge Prediction Module
Recent occupancy prediction frameworks primarily opti-
mize volumetric or BEV losses that encourage accurate oc-
cupancy predictions, but often overlook explicit boundary
reasoning. As a result, they tend to produce blurry or incon-
sistent object borders, especially where semantic classes or
instance identities intersect. To refine structural precision,
we introduce the edge prediction module that explicitly en-
courages BEV features with structural cues and provides
boundary-aware bev feature to the volumetric decoder. The
pseudo-code showing the steps of boundary supervision by
the edge prediction module is presented in Algorithm 1.
The edge head F , a mlp-based projection with activation
function σ, operates on intermediate BEV features to pre-
dict a BEV-level edge probability map Epred.

Epred = F(Bbev), F = Wσ(Wx), (11)

which strengthens structural discontinuities in the recon-
structed scene. Ground-truth edges Egt are derived from
panoptic annotations via Sobel filtering [19] as:

Egt =
√
(Sx ∗Ygt)2 + (Sy ∗Ygt)2, (12)

where ∗ denotes convolution, Sx and Sy are Sobel kernels,
and Ygt is the semantic ground truth. The edge head is
optimized with a binary cross-entropy loss as follows:

Ledge = BCE(Epred,Egt), (13)

providing auxiliary boundary supervision that guides the
volumetric decoder toward sharper contours between adja-
cent semantic regions and more consistent instance delin-
eation. By explicitly encouraging sharper structural bound-
aries, the proposed edge head improves instance separation
and enhances overall panoptic delineation while introduc-
ing negligible computational overhead.

3.6. Panoptic Occupancy Prediction Head
Following the convention [49], HyGE-Occ predicts dense
voxel-wise semantic and instance-aware occupancy vol-

umes from the hybrid BEV feature representation. The pre-
diction head consists of three branches that infer seman-
tic occupancy, instance center heatmaps, and offset vectors,
which jointly enable complete 3D panoptic reconstruction.
Semantic Occupancy. The semantic branch estimates per-
voxel categorical probabilities Ŝ ∈ RH×W×D×C , where
C denotes the number of semantic classes. This branch
uses a lightweight 3D convolutional decoder that aggregates
multi-scale BEV features from the hybrid Gaussian–LSS
encoder. The semantic loss is computed as the standard
cross-entropy objective:

Lsem = −
∑
x,y,z

log Ŝ(Cgt)
x,y,z , (14)

where cgt is the ground-truth class label for voxel (x, y, z).
Instance Center and Offset Prediction. To separate in-
stances within the same semantic category, HyGE-Occ pre-
dicts an instance center heatmap Ĉ and a per-voxel offset
vector Ô ∈ R3. The center heatmap encodes the likelihood
of each voxel being close to an instance centroid, while the
offset vector points from each voxel to its corresponding
center. These values are supervised by an L1 loss:

Lcenter = ∥Ĉ − Cgt∥, Loffset = ∥Ô −Ogt∥, (15)

where Cgt and Ogt are the ground-truth center and offset
fields derived from 3D instance annotations.

The overall training objective jointly optimizes semantic
and instance-level predictions:

Locc = λsemLsem + λcenterLcenter + λoffsetLoffset. (16)

This unified formulation allows HyGE-Occ to achieve
both high-fidelity geometric reconstruction and sharp
panoptic delineation, while maintaining full compatibility
with existing occupancy frameworks.

3.7. Training Objective

Our framework is trained end-to-end with four complemen-
tary loss components: the original discretized LSS loss
(LLSS), the Gaussian loss (LG), the panoptic occupancy loss
(Locc), and the edge loss (Ledge). Each term ensures that the
hybrid representation maintains both spatial coverage and
boundary precision. The overall training objective is as:

Ltotal = λLSSLLSS + λGLG + λedgeLedge + Locc, (17)

where λLSS, λG, and λedge control the relative contribu-
tions of each auxiliary component. All modules are trained
jointly, enabling the hybrid view-transformation branch to
learn complementary geometric cues while the edge super-
vision refines boundary precision.



Method Backbone Input Size Vis. Mask RayIoU RayIoU1m RayIoU2m RayIoU4m mIoU FPS

OccFormer [53] ResNet-101 928×1600 ✓ - - - - 21.9 -
CTF-Occ [41] ResNet-101 928×1600 ✓ - - - - 28.5 -
BEVFormer [25] ResNet-101 1600×900 ✗ 33.7 - - - 23.7 2.4
FB-Occ (16f) [24] ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 35.6 - - - 27.9 9.1
BEVDetOcc (2f) [14] ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 29.6 23.6 30.0 35.1 - 5.5
SparseOcc (8f) [27] ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 34.0 28.0 34.7 39.4 30.6 22.6
Panoptic-FlashOcc-tiny (1f) [49] ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 34.8 29.1 35.7 39.7 29.1 45.8
HyGE-Occ-tiny (1f) (Ours) ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 36.3 30.8 37.2 41.1 29.4 37.7
Panoptic-FlashOcc (1f) ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 35.2 29.4 36.0 40.1 29.4 41.9
HyGE-Occ (1f) (Ours) ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 36.8 31.2 37.5 41.6 29.6 33.0
Panoptic-FlashOcc (2f) ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 36.8 31.2 37.6 41.5 30.3 49.7
HyGE-Occ (2f) (Ours) ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 37.8 32.2 38.6 42.6 30.4 39.2
Panoptic-FlashOcc (8f) ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 38.5 32.8 39.3 43.4 31.6 48.1
HyGE-Occ (8f) (Ours) ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 39.9 34.5 40.7 44.5 32.0 36.8
ALOcc-2D-mini (16f) [5] ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 39.3 32.9 40.1 44.8 33.4 23.6

+HyGE-Occ ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 40.2 33.9 40.9 45.6 33.9 22.8
ALOcc-2D (16f) ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 43.0 37.1 43.8 48.2 37.4 9.8

+HyGE-Occ ResNet-50 704×256 ✗ 43.2 37.3 44.0 48.3 37.1 9.5

Table 1. Comparison with occupancy and panoptic occupancy prediction models on the Occ3D-nuScenes validation set. HyGE-Occ
achieves the best overall performance across RayIoU and mIoU metrics while maintaining competitive efficiency, demonstrating its effec-
tiveness for accurate 3D occupancy prediction. Vis. Mask refers to camera mask

Method RayPQ RayPQ1m RayPQ2m RayPQ4m

SparseOcc (8f) [27] 14.1 10.2 14.5 17.6
Panoptic-FlashOcc-tiny (1f) [49] 12.9 8.8 13.4 16.5
HyGE-Occ-tiny (1f) 14.5 10.5 14.9 18.1
Panoptic-FlashOcc (1f) 13.2 9.2 13.5 16.8
HyGE-Occ (1f) 15.1 11.1 15.5 18.9
Panoptic-FlashOcc (2f) 14.5 10.6 15.0 18.0
HyGE-Occ (2f) 15.8 11.7 16.1 19.5
Panoptic-FlashOcc (8f) 16.0 11.9 16.3 19.7
HyGE-Occ (8f) 17.5 13.1 17.9 21.4

Table 2. Panoptic quality measured on the Occ3D-nuScenes val-
idation set. HyGE-Occ consistently outperforms prior methods
across all RayPQ metrics, demonstrating improved instance co-
herence and overall panoptic quality in 3D scene understanding.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setup
Dataset. We use the Occ3d-nuScenes [41] dataset for all
experiments, which provides 700 training, 150 validation
and 150 test scenes with multimodal inputs from LiDAR
and RGB sensors. The occupancy space spans from -40m to
40m horizontally and from -1 to 5.4m vertically, where each
voxel is a cube with 0.4m sides and represents occupancy
labels for 17 distinct classes.
Metric. Following previous works, we use mIoU, RayIoU,
and RayPQ metrics for model evaluation. The mIoU
measures voxel-wise semantic accuracy by averaging the
intersection-over-union (IoU) across all semantic cate-
gories. Additionally, RayIoU extends mIoU to a ray-based
formulation by casting query rays into the predicted 3D vol-
ume and evaluating geometric consistency along the view-
ing direction within depth thresholds (1m, 2m, 4m). Fur-
thermore, RayPQ builds upon the Panoptic Quality (PQ)
metric, jointly assessing semantic and instance-level con-
sistency along rays, thus providing a comprehensive evalu-

ation for panoptic 3D occupancy prediction. Note that de-
tailed descriptions of implementation details are provided
in the supplementary materials.

4.2. Comparison with SOTA Methods
Quantitative Results. We first quantitatively compare our
proposed framework with recent state-of-the-art camera-
based occupancy prediction methods on the Occ3D-
nuScenes validation set. While existing approaches have
advanced the field through improved geometric reasoning
and BEV-based spatial aggregation, most remain limited by
discrete depth formulations or insufficient boundary mod-
eling, which can lead to coarse geometry and blurred in-
stance boundaries as seen in Figure 4. Our hybrid design,
combining continuous Gaussian reasoning with discretized
LSS features, addresses these issues by enhancing geomet-
ric consistency and preserving fine structural details. In ad-
dition, the edge head explicitly guides the network to re-
cover sharper object contours and more coherent instance
separation within the 3D occupancy space.

As shown in Tables 1 and 2, our framework consistently
outperforms previous methods in both semantic and panop-
tic occupancy benchmarks, achieving improvements in ge-
ometric fidelity and panoptic quality. Compared to panoptic
models such as Panoptic-FlashOcc and SparseOcc, HyGE-
Occ demonstrates superior performance across all major
metrics. Also, when we applied our method to a semantic
model, ALOcc, improvements were shown, validating the
effectiveness of the proposed hybrid view-transformation
branch and edge head design. These results highlight
HyGE-Occ as a new strong baseline for camera-based 3D
occupancy prediction, achieving robust and accurate 3D
scene understanding in complex environments.



HyGE-OccPanoptic-FlashOcc

Semantic_GT Panoptic_GT

HyGE-OccPanoptic-FlashOcc

Camera Input
 Panoptic-FlashOcc HyGE-Occ  Panoptic-FlashOcc HyGE-Occ

 Panoptic_GT  Semantic_GTCamera Input

Figure 4. Qualitative comparison on the Occ3D-nuScenes valida-
tion set. Compared to the baseline Panoptic-FlashOcc, the pro-
posed HyGE-Occ produces more accurate and coherent panoptic
occupancy predictions. Our method better delineates semantic and
instance boundaries, particularly in regions with dense object in-
teractions and occlusions.

Method Hybrid Edge RayIoU mIoU FPS

HyGE-Occ-tiny (1f)

✗ ✗ 34.8 29.1 45.8
✓ ✗ 35.3 29.3 38.0
✗ ✓ 35.4 29.3 45.7
✓ ✓ 36.3 29.4 37.7

ALOcc-2D-mini (16f) [5]
+ HyGE-Occ

✗ ✗ 39.3 33.4 23.6
✓ ✗ 39.7 33.6 22.9
✗ ✓ 39.7 33.5 23.5
✓ ✓ 40.2 33.9 22.8

Table 3. Ablation study to investigate the effect of our two mod-
ules. The effectiveness of each module in HyGE-Occ is evaluated
by selectively enabling the hybrid view-transformation branch and
the edge head. Both modules contribute to higher RayIoU and
mIoU, with the best performance achieved when combined.

Qualitative Results. We provide qualitative comparisons
in Figure. 4 to further demonstrate the effectiveness of
our proposed framework. Compared to the Panoptic-
FlashOcc model, HyGE-Occ produces more precise object
boundaries and more coherent semantic occupancy maps.
Also our model shows better performance in distinguish-
ing between different instances. The edge head sharpens
inter-instance borders, reducing label bleeding and improv-
ing panoptic separation. The hybrid view-transformation
branch enhances geometric continuity and spatial coher-
ence by alleviating discretization artifacts commonly ob-
served in depth-based unprojection. This continuous and
uncertainty-aware reasoning results in smoother scene ge-
ometry, fewer fragmented regions, and more stable seman-

LSS Gaussian LSS HyGE-Occ

Figure 5. Visualization of BEV features. Comparison between
BEV features generated by the discretized LSS, continuous Gaus-
sianLSS, and our proposed hybrid representation.

Method Gating Alpha-Blending

RayIoU / mIoU 36.3 / 29.1 36.3 / 29.4

Table 4. Ablation study on feature fusion. Comparison between
gating and α-blending strategies for merging discrete and contin-
uous BEV features. Both achieve comparable results, indicating
that simple α-blending provides sufficient fusion effectiveness.

Method 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

HyGE-Occ-tiny (1f) 36.2 36.2 36.3 36.2 36.1
ALOcc-2D-mini (16f) + HyGE-Occ 39.5 40.0 40.2 39.7 39.6

Table 5. Ablation study on the α-blending coefficient for hybrid
feature fusion. The RayIoU remains stable across different α val-
ues, indicating that HyGE-Occ is robust to the fusion weight.

tic predictions across complex environments. Together,
these visual improvements confirm that our framework ef-
fectively enhances both geometric fidelity and instance-
level delineation within the 3D occupancy space.

4.3. Ablation Studies
Effect of Individual Modules. Table 3 presents quantita-
tive ablation results on the Occ3D-nuScenes validation set
using Panoptic-FlashOcc (1f) and ALOcc-2D-mini as base-
lines. The hybrid branch consistently improves geometric
prediction quality by integrating continuous and discrete
depth reasoning, while the edge prior further enhances local
boundary precision and instance separation. When the two
modules are combined, the model achieves the best over-
all performance, demonstrating their complementary na-
ture—where the hybrid branch strengthens global structural
consistency and the edge prior refines fine-grained contours
and object boundaries across varied scene conditions.
Effect of the Hybrid View-Transformation Branch. To
evaluate the impact of the proposed hybrid view-
transformation design, we compare BEV representations
obtained from LSS, GaussianLSS, and our hybrid branch.
As shown in Figure 5, the difference between LSS and
GaussianLSS is clearly visible: LSS produces discretized,
discontinuous BEV features due to its bin-based depth rea-
soning, leading to aliasing artifacts around object bound-
aries. In contrast, GaussianLSS models depth as a continu-
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Figure 6. Comparison of edge kernels. Edge maps are gener-
ated using Sobel, Prewitt, and Laplacian operators. Each are com-
pared with the semantic ground truth. The Sobel operator produces
sharper and more consistent boundaries with less noise, making it
the most effective choice for our edge supervision.

ous distribution, producing smoother and geometrically co-
herent spatial features. By blending the two through our hy-
brid view-transformation branch, HyGE-Occ achieves both
geometric stability and fine-grained spatial fidelity, result-
ing in a more consistent BEV representation.

We further analyze different feature fusion strategies in
Table 4. In addition to simple alpha-blending, we evalu-
ate a gating function that predicts a spatially varying fu-
sion weight map, allowing the network to adaptively em-
phasize either the continuous or discretized features at each
BEV location. Although this gating mechanism provides
greater flexibility, it introduces additional parameters and
increases training sensitivity. In contrast, alpha-blending
yields slightly higher overall accuracy while maintaining a
simpler and more stable formulation. This indicates that
a simple linear fusion is sufficient to integrate the comple-
mentary cues from continuous and discretized depth reason-
ing without requiring complex adaptive weighting schemes.

We also examine the effect of the blending coefficient
α in Table 5. Across both models, performance remains
stable for a wide range of α values, demonstrating that the
hybrid representation is robust to the choice of blending ra-
tio. The performance gradually improves as α grows from
0.2 to 0.6, indicating that incorporating stronger Gaussian
cues enhances geometric consistency and feature smooth-
ness. Beyond α = 0.6, the gain saturates or slightly de-
clines, suggesting that excessive reliance on Gaussian fea-
tures may suppress the fine-grained local details captured
by the discretized LSS branch. Overall, α = 0.6 provides
the best trade-off between geometric fidelity and spatial pre-
cision across different frameworks, offering a stable default
choice for integrating the two complementary representa-
tions. This suggests that the hybrid formulation effectively
leverages complementary geometric cues from both repre-
sentations without requiring fine-grained tuning.
Effect of the Edge Prior Module. To examine the im-
pact of the proposed edge prior, we conduct ablative exper-
iments on the choice of edge extraction kernels and their
corresponding hyperparameters. The pseudo edge labels
are generated by applying standard gradient-based opera-
tors to ground-truth semantic maps, as visualized in Fig-
ure 6. Among the tested filters, the Sobel operator pro-

Method Sobel Prewitt Laplacian

RayIoU / mIoU 36.3 / 29.4 36.3 / 29.1 36.0 / 29.2

Table 6. Ablation study on edge detection kernels. Different edge
detection kernels are compared for generating pseudo edge labels.
The Sobel operator yields the best performance, indicating its ef-
fectiveness in capturing clear and consistent structural boundaries.

Sx,y

λedge 2.0 4.0 8.0

3 × 3 36.3 / 29.3 36.3 / 29.4 36.1 / 29.2
5 × 5 36.3 / 29.3 36.3 / 29.1 36.2 / 29.2
7 × 7 36.3 / 29.1 36.1 / 29.1 36.2 / 29.2

Table 7. Ablation study on edge loss weight (λedge) and Sobel ker-
nel size (Sx,y). The results show that moderate edge supervision
(λedge = 4.0) with a 3×3 kernel achieves the best balance between
geometric accuracy and boundary precision.

vides the most stable and well-localized boundaries, which
translate into high-quality pseudo edge supervision. Table 6
quantitatively confirms this observation. Models trained
with Sobel-based pseudo edge labels achieve the best per-
formance (36.3 / 29.4) compared to Prewitt [37] (36.3 /
29.1) and Laplacian [35] (36.0 / 29.2), demonstrating that
accurate edge localization is critical for effective boundary
guidance. We further analyze the effect of kernel size Sx,y

and weighting factor λedge in Table 7. The results indicate
that a 3× 3 kernel with λedge = 4.0 yields the best trade-off
between boundary sharpness and global structural consis-
tency. Larger kernels (5 × 5 or 7 × 7) introduce redundant
edge noise and slightly degrade performance, while smaller
or overly strong weights reduce overall stability. Conse-
quently, we adopt the Sobel operator with a 3 × 3 kernel
and λedge = 4.0 as the default experiment configuration.

5. Conclusion
We presented HyGE-Occ, a hybrid view-transformation
framework with 3D Gaussian and edge priors that enhances
geometric consistency and boundary precision in 3D panop-
tic occupancy prediction. By combining continuous 3D
Gaussian based reasoning with discretized depth features
and introducing an edge-guided BEV refinement, HyGE-
Occ produces sharper instance delineation and more coher-
ent 3D geometry. Evaluated on the Occ3D-nuScenes bench-
mark, it achieves state-of-the-art performance, surpassing
strong baselines such as Panoptic-FlashOcc and ALOcc.
Limitations. HyGE-Occ is limited to BEV-based models,
and its effectiveness may not directly generalize to other
architectures. In addition, the hybrid view-transformation
branch introduces modest computational overhead com-
pared to discretized LSS-based methods. Exploring more
efficient formulations, broader architectural compatibility,
and extending to flow prediction remains as future work.
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