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Abstract

Knowing how many and where are people in various in-
door spaces is critical for reducing HVAC energy waste,
space management, spatial analytics and in emergency sce-
narios. While a range of technologies have been proposed
to detect and track people in large indoor spaces, ceiling-
mounted fisheye cameras have recently emerged as strong
contenders. Currently, RAPID (Rotation-Aware People De-
tection) is the state-of-the-art algorithm for people detec-
tion in images captured by fisheye cameras. However, in
large spaces several overhead fisheye cameras are needed
to assure high accuracy of counting and thus multiple in-
stances of RAPiD must be executed simultaneously.

This report evaluates inference time when multiple in-
stances of RAPiD run in parallel on an Ubuntu NUC PC
with Intel 17 8559U CPU. We consider three mechanisms
of CPU-resource allocation to handle multiple instances of
RAPID: 1) managed by Ubuntu, 2) managed by user via
operating-system calls to assign logical cores, and 3) man-
aged by user via PyTorch-library calls to limit the number
of threads used by PyTorch. Each scenario was evaluated
on 300 images. The experimental results show, that when
one or two instances of RAPID are executed in parallel all
three approaches result in similar inference times of 1.8sec
and 3.2sec, respectively. However, when three or more in-
stances of RAPID run in parallel, limiting the number of
threads used by Pylorch results in the shortest inference
times. On average, RAPiD completes inference of 2 images
simultaneously in about 3sec, 4 images in 6sec and 8 im-
ages in less than 14sec. This is important for real-time sys-
tem design. In HVAC-application scenarios, with a typical
reaction time of 10-15min, a latency of 14sec is negligible
so a single 8559U CPU can support 8 camera streams thus
reducing the system cost. However, in emergency scenar-
ios, when time is of essence, a single CPU may be needed
for each camera to reduce the latency to 1.8sec.
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1. Introduction

Occupancy sensing, that is understanding how many and
where people are in a building, is a key technology for:

* reducing HVAC energy waste (air flow matched to oc-
cupancy),

* space management (quantification of space usage to re-
duce rental costs),

* spatial analytics (quantification of customer flow in re-
tail spaces),

* emergency scenarios (fire, chemical hazard, active
shooter).

Among visual occupancy-sensing methods, standard
video cameras mounted high on walls have been most com-
mon. However, in order to overcome their relatively nar-
row field of view (FOV), recently overhead fisheye cameras
have become the sensing modality of choice for their wide
FOV (typically 360° x 180°) and overhead viewpoint that
reduces mutual occlusions between people, thus simplify-
ing detection.

While numerous deep-learning (DL) algorithms have
been developed for people detection using standard surveil-
lance cameras, they do not reliably detect people in over-
head fisheye images due to camera viewpoint and geomet-
ric distortions. Since cameras are mounted above the scene
and looking down, standing people are radially oriented
in overhead fisheye images. On the other hand, standard
people-detection algorithms, such as YOLO [2], R-CNN
[4], etc., are designed for person detection with bounding
boxes aligned to image axes, thus struggling with radial ori-
entations. Also, fisheye cameras are equipped with a wide-
angle lens that has strong geometric distortions, especially
at FOV periphery, causing additional difficulties with reli-
able people detection.
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Recently, a people-detection DL algorithm, called
RAPiD (Rotation-Aware People Detection) [1], has been
developed to accommodate rotation of each person’s bound-
ing box. RAPiID is based on YOLOV3 [3, 2], but it could
be extended to its newer versions such YOLOvS, YOLOx,
etc. Currently, RAPID is a state-of-the-art DL algorithm for
finding people in RGB images captured by ceiling-mounted
fisheye cameras.

This project aims at quantifying RAPiD’s computational
complexity on a contemporary CPU in order to inform the
design of a real-time system for occupancy sensing in large
indoor spaces. Such spaces require the use of multiple over-
head fisheye cameras. In addition to the cost of cameras, an
important factor is the cost of computing hardware. In order
to inform design decisions, this project evaluates three par-
allel deployment strategies of RAPiD (to support multiple
cameras) on a single CPU in terms of inference latency.

2. Problem statement

The considered system architecture consists of IV fisheye
cameras mounted overhead in a large space (e.g., university
auditorium, convention hall) and a modern NUC (Next Unit
of Computing) PC, all connected to a private PoE (Power
over Ethernet) LAN that provides both communication and
power. The NUC PC collects video frames from the cam-
eras and runs RAPiD on each frame. The main questions
that this project attempts to answer are:

* How long does it take for RAPiD to complete people
detection for a single video frame?

* How does the above inference time scale with the num-
ber of RAPiD instances running simultaneously?

e How does the inference time scale with scene com-
plexity (number of people)?

e Can hyperthreading help speed up the execution of
RAPiD?
3. Experimental setup
Our setup consists of the following components:

* Axis M3057-PLVE fisheye cameras,

¢ NUC PC with Intel Quad-Core 17 8559U CPU (2.7-
4.5 GHz), Crucial 16GB RAM (DDR4, 2,400 MHz),
Samsung 970 EVO 500 MB SSD,

* 1 Gb/s LAN.

The NUC is a small form-factor PC (117 x 112 x 51mm)
that takes little space and can be easily mounted in a sus-
pended ceiling close to the cameras. It is powered by an ex-
ternal laptop-style” 19V power supply, that supplies 28W

at base clock frequency of 2.7 GHz. The NUC PC runs
Linux Ubuntu 18.04.4 which is accessed remotely using
SSH (no GUI).

In order to test RAPiD’s complexity as a function of
varying occupancy scenarios, we recorded 300 JPEG video
frames at 2,048 x2,048-pixel resolution in a 2,000 ft2 class-
room as follows:

* medium-complexity scenario (images 1-100): 14 peo-
ple spread out throughout the space (Fig. 1(a)),

* low-complexity scenario (images 101-200): 5-6 peo-
ple in the space (Fig. 1(b)),

* high-complexity scenario (images 201-300): 50+ peo-
ple widely spread out throughout the space (Fig. 1(c)).

Fig. 2 shows the number of bounding boxes detected by
RAPIiD before and after non-maximum suppression (NMS).
Clearly, the fewest number of bounding boxes are produced
for images 101-200 since only 5-6 people are present.

4. Experimental results

The 8559U CPU in the NUC consists of 4 physical cores
and 2 threads running on each core, for the total of 8§ threads.
Threads are referred to as “logical cores” in the Windows
operating system. The PyTorch library used in RAPiD sup-
ports hyperthreading, and we will refer to those threads as
“PyTorch threads”. We study three mechanisms of logical-
core/thread allocation:

» Ubuntu-managed,

* user-managed via system calls (assignment of logical
cores),

* user-managed via PyTorch-library calls (limitation of
the number of PyTorch threads).

4.1. Ubuntu-managed logical-core allocation

In the first set of experiments, we allowed Ubuntu to
manage computing resources, i.e., assign tasks to logical
cores (threads).

In the experiments, we measured the following system
characteristics:

* inference time for a single image,

* percentage load for all threads (logical cores),
* temperature of the CPU and physical cores,

* clock frequency of the CPU.

Fig. 3 shows system performance for a single instance
of RAPID running on the CPU. The average inference time
is 1.8sec and the system load is multiplexed between the
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(c) High-complexity scenario (images 201-300): 50+ people

Figure 1: Example 2,048x2,048-pixel images used in
RAPiD’s complexity evaluation.
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Figure 2: Scene complexity: medium (images 1-100), low
(images 101-200), and high (images 201-300). The blue
circles denote the number of bounding boxes detected by
RAPIiD before applying NMS (non-maximum suppression),
while the orange crosses denote the number of bounding
boxes remaining after NMS.

8 logical cores (threads). The CPU and individual core
temperatures are correlated with scene complexity and vary
much less for images 101-200 that include only 5-6 peo-
ple. Also, there is much less variation of thread load for
images 101-200 (low-complexity scenario) than for other
images; the load drops to zero much less frequently (fewer
large discontinuities in the load plot). This is likely due to
fewer bounding boxes detected in images 101-200. Also,
the CPU clock frequency drops for images 101-200. How-
ever, the inference time is fairly constant (in the range of
1.66-1.89sec with standard deviation of 0.03) regardless of
complexity. It is clear from the inference-time plot, that the
system spends almost all of the time on detecting bound-
ing boxes (red line). Image pre-processing (resizing from
2,048 %2,048 to 1,024 x 1,024 and conversion to tensor di-
mensions shown as a blue line) and non-maximum suppres-
sion (NMS shown as a yellow line) take less than 0.1sec
together, thus not affecting the overall inference time in any
significant way.

Fig. 4 shows system performance for two instances of
RAPIiD running simultaneously. At the top of the left col-
umn we replaced the plot of times taken by individual com-
ponents of RAPiD (pre-processing, bounding-box detec-
tion, NMS and total times shown in Fig. 3) with two plots of
the total time taken by each of the two instances of RAPiD
running in parallel. The average inference time for 2 images
is 3.23sec (computed over all images) and both RAPiD in-
stances show almost identical inference times for the same
images. The standard deviation is also low at about 0.04sec



with all inference times in the range of 3.09-3.33sec. At the
top of the right column we replaced the plot of the number
of bounding boxes with a plot of the maximum time it takes
to process a pair of images in parallel (the larger time of
the two times needed to complete the two images by two
instances of RAPiD running simultaneously). The average,
standard deviation and min/max values of these maximum
times computed over all 300 image pairs are very similar
to the corresponding values from the top-left plot, suggest-
ing that all image pairs are processed almost synchronously.
The computing load is evenly distributed between the 8 log-
ical cores (threads) and there is no task switching from one
thread to another (that is ending a task in one thread and
starting in another, thus creating large discontinuities in the
load plot). Such switching occurred for a single RAPiD in-
stance shown in Fig. 3. We believe this may explain the
fact that the 3.23sec needed to process 2 images in paral-
lel is less than the time to process them sequentially by a
single instance of RAPiD (2x1.8sec = 3.6sec). The tem-
perature varies less for the 2-instance RAPiD than for the
single run and its average settles slightly below 80°C. Inter-
estingly, the CPU clock frequency settles at slightly above
3GHz after about half of the images have been processed
by the 2-instance RAPiD but remains at about 4GHz for the
single RAPiD.

Fig. 5 shows system performance for three instances of
RAPiD running simultaneously. The top two plots corre-
spond to those from Fig. 4 but for the case of 3 instances
of RAPID. The average inference time is now 6.03sec for
3 images, more than 3x 1.8sec = 5.4sec if one were to run
RAPIiD sequentially. This is due to heavy CPU load as all
8 logical cores (threads) are running at about 100%. The
temperature slightly exceeds 80°C and the clock frequency
stays slightly above 3GHz. Note that the standard devia-
tion of the inference times is now higher at about 0.2sec
and the range is 1.93-7.3sec. The minimum time of 1.93sec
happens at the very end of processing when two images of
the last triplet have been already completed and all CPU re-
sources are available to process a single image. However,
the maximum time of 7.3sec and many instances close to
7sec are due to the competition for resources. This infer-
ence time variability is a potential problem since in order to
keep images (and people detections) time-synchronized, the
system would have to wait until all 3 images have been com-
pleted rather than processing them as fast as possible. The
plot of the maximum inference time for each image triplet is
shown at the top of the right column. On average, the sys-
tem would have to wait 6.38sec before acquiring another
image triplet, with the minimum of 5.68sec and maximum
of 7.3sec.

The performance for 4 instances of RAPiD running in
parallel is shown in Fig. 6. The average inference time in
asynchronous processing (top-left plot) is 9.92sec for 4 im-

ages and there is a significant inference time variation for
different images. The average of the maximum inference
time (synchronous processing) is 11.4sec, quite a bit higher
than the average asynchronous-processing time of 9.92sec.
The thread load is at 100% and there is a load drop-off at the
end since images are not processed in sync. The CPU tem-
perature slightly increased to about 82-84°C and the clock
frequency increased to about 3.3GHz.

For 5 instances of RAPiD running in parallel (Fig. 7),
the average inference time in asynchronous processing is
14.5sec for 5 images and there is a large inference-time vari-
ation. The average of the maximum time to synchronously
process 5 images is 16.3sec, but it can be as high as 20.5sec.
The thread load is 100%. The CPU temperature is about
82-84°C and the clock frequency has increased to about
3.5GHz.

Instead of plotting results for 6-8 instances of RAPiD
running in parallel, we are summarizing the main statis-
tics in Table 1. Clearly, in order to synchronously process
all images in an N-tuple, more time is needed than when
processing asynchronously (except for a single instance of
RAPIiD). The average time increase ranges from 0.01sec for
RAPIiD x 2 to 1.48sec for RAPiD x 4 to 1.40sec for RAPiD
x 8. Shown in a boldface font are effective average times
needed to synchronously process N images in parallel.

4.2. User-managed logical-core allocation

In the second set of experiments, the user assigns a
logical core, or a set of logical cores, to run an instance
of RAPiD inference on. The software-to-hardware allo-
cation was implemented using the Python library function
os.sched_setaffinity (pid, mask), where pid is
the process ID number and mask is a list of logical cores.
For example, for mask = {0, 1} RAPID instance speci-
fied by pid will only be executed on logical cores #0 and
#1.

Fig. 8 shows the results when a single instance of RAPiD
is limited to run on a single logical core (#0). The inference
time is 23.8sec with standard deviation of 0.04sec. While
logical core (thread) #0 is 100% occupied (blue line in the
middle-left plot), only logical core #1 is slightly used (likely
by the operating system). Logical cores #2-7 are completely
idle. The CPU frequency is high at about 4.3GHz.

When a single instance of RAPiD is allowed to use two
logical cores (#0 and #1) for inference, the average infer-
ence time drops to 11.7sec (Fig. 9) with standard devia-
tion of 0.09sec. Only logical cores #0 and #1 are under
heavy load. A similar inference time of 11.2sec and stan-
dard deviation of 0.08sec are observed for 3 logical cores
used (Fig. 10). However, the average inference time drops
to 1.82sec when 4 logical cores are allowed (#0, 1, 2, 3),
shown in Fig. 11. Increasing the number of logical cores
to 5, 6, 7 (Figs. 12-14) keeps the inference time around



Table 1: Statistics of inference times in seconds for a varying number of RAPiD instances running in parallel. The “N-
image inference time” statistics are obtained by first computing the average inference time for each N-image tuple and then
computing the average and standard deviation of these 300 average times. The “/NV-image maximum inference time” statistics
are obtained by first computing the maximum inference time for each N-image tuple and then computing the average, standard
deviation, minimum and maximum of these 300 maximum times.

N-image maximum inference time
Average Std.dev. Min Max

N-image inference time
RAPID x N | Average Std. dev.
RAPIDx 1 1.80 0.03
RAPID x 2 3.23 0.04
RAPID x 3 6.03 0.21
RAPID x 4 9.92 0.85
RAPID x 5 14.5 0.97
RAPID x 6 19.2 0.72
RAPID x 7 21.6 0.65
RAPID x 8 23.3 0.50

1.80 0.00 1.66 1.89
3.24 0.04 3.11 333
6.38 0.28 5.68 7.30
114 1.15 842 154
16.3 1.11 12.9 205
21.0 0.88 18.8 242
23.1 0.67 21.6 250
24.7 0.60 233 263

1.8sec and standard deviation around 0.02-0.03sec. There-
fore, there is no benefit to using more than 4 logical cores
when executing a single instance of RAPiD.

We summarize the average execution times for running
a single instance of RAPiD on different hardware alloca-
tions in Table 2. Clearly, at least 4 logical cores need to be
allocated to RAPiD for best performance.

After timing a single instance of RAPiD inference with
a varying number of logical cores, the experiment was re-
peated with 2, 4, or 8 instances of RAPiD running in paral-
lel. Each instance of RAPiD was assigned its own, private
logical cores, restricted from being shared with other in-
stances. The average execution times are shown in Table 3.
When running 2 instances of RAPiD, one instance runs on
logical cores #0-3, while the other instance runs on logical
cores #4-7. Similarly, for 4 instances of RAPiD they run re-
spectively on logical cores #0-1, #2-3, #4-5, #6-7. Finally,
in the case of 8 instances of RAPiD each runs on its own
logical core.

As expected, the best performance is obtained by run-
ning 2 instances of RAPiD, each on 4 logical cores, which
requires 3.19sec to complete 2 images on average. This
is consistent with the time of 3.23sec from Table 1 when
Ubuntu handles all threads. In this case, it seems immate-
rial whether Ubuntu dynamically allocates logical cores or
if each instance of RAPiD is manually restricted to a sepa-
rate set of 4 logical cores.

The average inference time when running 4 instances
of RAPiD, each manually-restricted to two logical cores,
is 14.25sec for 4 images. This is higher than the 9.92sec
reported in Table 1 where Ubuntu manages hardware as-
signments. Clearly, manually restricting each RAPiD in-
stance to a set of logical cores is less efficient than allowing

Ubuntu to manage the logical-core assignment. Looking at
Table 2, it is clear that a single instance of RAPiD restricted
to 2 logical cores (#0-1) results in 11.69sec inference time
per image. Theoretically, running another 3 instances of
RAPiD on the remaining cores one should be able to com-
plete all 4 images in 11.69sec but in practice the operating
system runs its own tasks and takes away resources, thus
increasing RAPiD’s inference time to over 14sec.

When running 8 instances of RAPiD, each restricted to a
single logical core, it takes 26.68sec to process 8§ images.
This is again higher than the result reported in Table 2,
where a single-core execution takes 23.75sec. Again, sys-
tem tasks slow down the inference.

In order to synchronously process /N =2, 4 or 8 images,
the maximum inference time per each N-tuple is important.
As can be seen in Table 3, for 2 images processed in paral-
lel there is no additional time-cost penalty for synchronous
processing (the average of the maximum inference time of
3.20sec is very close to the overall average of 3.19sec). For
4 images processed in parallel, there is a slight penalty of
0.25sec, and for 8 images - a penalty of over 1sec.

4.3. User-managed PyTorch-thread allocation

In the third set of experiments, the user controls the num-
ber of threads that PyTorch is allowed to use. This is ac-
complished by means of torch.set_num_threads (N)
function call. This function sets the number of threads
N that can be used for intra-operation parallelism on the
CPU. No hardware (logical core) limitations are applied at
the system level, as was done in Section 4.2. Note that
we were unable to obtain results for the case of one Py-
Torch thread (torch.set _num_threads (1) ). The sys-
tem kept crashing after a few images without a clear indica-



Table 2: Average inference times in seconds for a single instance of RAPiD and different hardware allocations (logical cores

0-7).

Logical cores allowed
0 0-1 0-2

0-3 04 05 06

RAPIDx 1 | 23.75 11.69

11.24

1.82 184 1.81 1.80

Table 3: Average inference times in seconds for 2, 4 and 8 instances of RAPiD running in parallel for different hardware
allocations (logical cores 0-7). See the caption of Table | for the explanation of statistics calculation.

RAPID x N (assigned cores) | N-image inf. time | N-image max inf. time
Average Std. dev. | Average Std. dev.
RAPID x 2 (0-3/4-7) 3.19 0.04 3.20 0.03
RAPiD x 4 (0-1/2-3/4-5/6-7) | 14.25 0.39 14.50 0.37
RAPiD x 8 (0/1/2/3/4/5/6/7) 26.68 0.99 27.89 0.77

tion of the issue. We suspect that this could be due to some
outdated software packages, but we refrained from a full
Ubuntu update since currently the multi-camera occupancy
sensing system works very well and is extensively used for
time-critical experiments and we did not want to risk the
system’s stability at this critical point.

The results are shown in Table 4. When running 1 or
2 instances of RAPiD, the smallest average inference time
is obtained when each instance is restricted to 4 PyTorch
threads:

* 1.81sec for a single instance of RAPiD,
e 3.22sec for two instances of RAPiD.

It seems that RAPiD’s use of PyTorch library is optimized
for 4 threads. Indeed, when we checked the number of
threads spawned by RAPiD when Ubuntu manages load
distribution (Section 4.1), we noticed that each instance of
RAPiD typically spawns 4 threads but drops to 2 threads
when the system is busy.

However, when running 3 or more instances of RAPiD
the smallest average inference time results from a restriction
to 2 PyTorch threads:

e 4.75sec for three instances of RAPiD,
¢ 6.02sec for four instances of RAPID,
* 12.67sec for eight instances of RAPiD.

Clearly, the PyTorch library also works very well with two
threads only. As we pointed out above, we could not run
RAPiD by setting the number of PyTorch threads to 1.

We note that when the number of RAPiD instances run-
ning in parallel increases, the smallest inference time does
not grow linearly. A simple scaling of the 4-thread inference

time of 1.81sec for a single instance of RAPiD would have
resulted in 3.62sec for two instances of RAPiD, 5.43sec
for three instances, 7.24sec for four instances and 14.48sec
for eight instances. The actual smallest inference times
in each case are, respectively: 3.22sec, 4.75sec, 6.02sec
and 12.67sec. This is a significant reduction of inference
time likely due to the reduced thread management cost. In
fact, if one were to consider the inference time per image
processed, the respective times would have been: 3.22/2
= 1.61sec, 4.75/3 = 1.58sec, 6.02/4 = 1.51sec, 12.67/8 =
1.58sec. This is a marked improvement over the 1.81sec
time for single RAPiD.

While the inference times in Table 4 are quite consis-
tent and increase with the number of RAPiD instances run-
ning in parallel and with the number of PyTorch threads,
there is one inconsistency. In the case of 8§ RAPiD instances
and 7 PyTorch threads the time of 32.32sec is smaller than
the times for 8§ instances of RAPiD and 6 PyTorch threads
(36.55sec) as well as for 7 instances of RAPiD and 7 Py-
Torch threads (36.55sec). We have run this simulation sev-
eral times and this inconsistency persists. Somehow, this
combination of 8 RAPiD instances and 7 PyTorch threads
better leverages the hardware than the other two scenarios.
However, this is not a competing option against running
several RAPiD instances on 2 PyTorch threads, so we did
not devote any additional time to this issue.

As discussed earlier, the “faster” instances of RAPiD
need to wait until the “slower” instances complete their pro-
cessing in order to assure time-synchronicity of detections.
Therefore, one needs to look at the statistics of the sequence
of maximum inference times for each N-tuple of images be-
ing processed, shown on the right of Table 4. For 2 instances
of RAPiID running in parallel, the synchronous processing
requires, on average, an additional delay of 0.01sec, for 3



Table 4: Average inference times in seconds for 1-8 instances of RAPiD running in parallel for a different number of PyTorch
threads. Shown in boldface is the smallest inference time for the asynchronous processing (left part of the table) and for
synchronous processing (right part of the table). See the caption of Table 1 for the explanation of statistics calculation.

N-image inference time (average) N-image max. inf. time

Number of PyTorch threads allowed for the boldfaced results

2 3 4 5 6 7 Avg.  Std. dev. Max

RAPIDx1 | 263 207 181 233 209 192 | 181 0.03 1.88
RAPIDx2 | 324 3.67 322 430 562 10.17 | 3.23 0.04 3.38
RAPIDx3 | 475 499 6.00 653 1446 1934 | 5.38 0.38 5.84
RAPIDx4 | 602 694 990 1623 2129 2375 | 6.11 0.05 6.24
RAPIDx5 | 7.63 935 14.67 21.11 23778 27.45 | 8.06 0.22 8.68
RAPIDx6 | 920 11.81 19.19 2342 2790 32.66 | 9.74 0.28 11.19
RAPIDx7 | 11.03 14.57 21.72 26.64 3242 36.55 | 11.77 0.39 13.25
RAPIDx 8 | 12.67 17.75 23.47 30.06 36.55 3232 | 13.78 0.94 19.16

instances - 0.63sec, for 4 instances - 0.09 sec and for 8 in-
stances - 1.11sec. Overall, 8 images can be synchronously
processed in less than 14sec on average, with a maximum
delay of 19.16sec, while 4 images require slightly more than
6sec with a maximum delay of 6.24sec. In applications that
can tolerate this level of delay, this NUC PC can support
even 8 cameras thus significantly reducing system costs.

5. Conclusions

The effective inference delay when running multiple in-
stances of RAPiD depends on the application scenario.
When people detections produced by RAPiD do not need
to be time-synchronized (e.g., cameras are installed in dif-
ferent rooms and their images can be processed indepen-
dently), the delay is smaller. Table 5 shows inference times
for the three hardware-management scenarios considered in
this project. When only two instances of RAPiD run in
parallel, all three methods produce similar inference times.
However, when 4 or 8 instances of RAPiD are executed,
limiting the number of PyTorch threads to 2 produces the
smallest delay by a large margin (less than half of the de-
lay of the user-managed logical-core assignment). On this
particular Intel CPU, two images can be processed in about
3sec, 4 images - in about 6sec and § images in less than
13sec.

When time synchronization is required, such as when
multiple cameras monitor the same large space and need to
collaborate, the inference delays are slightly larger and are
shown in Table 6. Again, the user-managed PyTorch-thread
allocation produces the smallest delays by a large margin.

Clearly, in order to assure the smallest inference delay,
all three approaches work equally well when 1 or 2 in-
stances of RAPiD need to run in parallel (support for 1

or 2 cameras, respectively). Otherwise, it is recommended
to limit the number of PyTorch threads to 2 for best per-
formance. Both of these conclusions apply to the asyn-
chronous and time-synchronized processing.

One should note that 8559U is an 8-th generation Intel
CPU. Today’s 12-th generation CPUs would definitely pro-
duce shorter times. A further reduction of RAPiD’s infer-
ence time would be possible by employing GPUs but this,
unfortunately, would likely increase system cost.
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Table 5: Average inference times in seconds for asynchronous processing when running 2, 4 and 8 instances of RAPiD in

parallel for different hardware-management scenarios.

RAPiD x N | Ubuntu-managed | User-managed User-managed
(logical cores) | (PyTorch threads)
RAPID x 2 3.23 3.19 322
RAPID x 4 9.92 14.25 6.02
RAPID x 8 23.3 26.68 12.67

Table 6: Average inference times in seconds for time-synchronized processing when running 2, 4 and 8 instances of RAPiD

in parallel for different hardware-management scenarios.

RAPiD x N | Ubuntu-managed | User-managed User-managed
(logical cores) | (PyTorch threads)
RAPID x 2 3.24 3.20 3.23
RAPID x 4 11.4 14.50 6.11
RAPID x 8 24.7 27.89 13.78
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Figure 3: CPU characteristics for 1 instance of RAPiD.
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Figure 9: CPU characteristics for 1 instance of RAPiD executed on logical cores #0-1.
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Figure 11: CPU characteristics for 1 instance of RAPiD executed on logical cores #0-3.
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12: CPU characteristics for 1 instance of RAPiD executed on logical cores #0-4.
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Figure 13: CPU characteristics for 1 instance of RAPiD executed on logical cores #0-5.
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Figure 14: CPU characteristics for 1 instance of RAPiD executed on logical cores #0-6.



