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On the Relation between Optical Aperture and
Automotive Object Detection

Ofer Bar-Shalom, Tzvi Philipp, and Eran Kishon

Abstract—We investigate the impact of aperture size and shape
in an automotive camera imaging system on the performance
of deep-learning-based object detection tasks, such as digit
recognition on speed signs, traffic sign detection and classification,
and traffic light state identification. This paper presents a method
for simulating the optical effects of the imaging system’s aperture
by emulating the point spread function (PSF), enhancing scene
realism, and bridging the domain gap between synthetic and real-
world images. Our study utilizes computer-generated synthetic
scenes, initially created without optical distortions, which are
further refined using this method.

Index Terms—Point Spread Function, Automotive Object
Detection, Optical Aperture, Computer Simulation, Deep Learning
Object Detection, YOLO.

I. INTRODUCTION

CAmera imaging systems are the primary sensing technol-
ogy used across all levels of autonomous driving. Their

affordability and adaptability to different lighting and weather
conditions make them an ideal solution for the automotive
industry. Roughly speaking, the camera imaging system may
be divided into 3 sections: the optics, the aperture (or the pupil)
and the imaging sensor (commonly built as a composite metal
oxide/CMOS array of photo-diodes) [1], [2].

In the following paper the relation between the camera pupil
shape and size and its effect on the perception system in terms
of object detection is studied. The original idea was inspired
by the animal kingdom; animal pupils come in diverse shapes,
each adapted to specific environmental needs. Pupil shape
is closely linked to an animal’s ecological role and visual
needs, as explored by Banks et al.[3]. Horizontal, rectangular
pupils, common in grazing herbivores like goats, maximize
panoramic vision, helping detect predators across wide terrains
while grazing. These pupils align with the horizon, providing
stable vision even when the head tilts downward. Conversely,
vertical slit pupils, typical of ambush predators, enhance depth
perception and focus, aiding in distance estimation for striking
prey. Circular pupils are seen in active foragers, optimizing
light capture across various environments and activities.

In the context of the automotive world, a natural question
emerges: is there a particular aperture (pupil) shape that
outperforms the conventional fixed-size circular aperture in
automotive object detection tasks? As will be shown, the answer
may be not straightforward.
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Figure 1 illustrates the imaging system, showing a side
view of the camera mounted behind the windshield of a
General Motors Cadillac Escalade. This system can utilize
different aperture designs, such as a conventional circular
aperture commonly used in automotive imaging systems, a
non-conventional plus-shaped aperture or any other shapes.
Ray Tracing analysis for these sample apertures, performed
using ZemaxTM, is shown in Fig. 2 for three representative
wavelengths: 480 nm, 530 nm, and 610 nm. For both apertures
some lateral color aberrations can be observed.

Figure 3 compares the modulation transfer function (MTF) of
the two apertures. The results demonstrate that the plus-shaped
aperture consistently outperforms the conventional circular
aperture across all field points for both tangential and sagittal
features. However, this improvement in sharpness does not
necessarily imply a corresponding enhancement in the system’s
object detection capabilities. As with any deep-learning
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Fig. 2. ‘Plus’ & Circular-Shaped Apertures

computer vision system, comparative performance analysis
requires a large and diverse dataset of images containing the
objects of interest (e.g., road signs, traffic lights, pedestrians,
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Fig. 3. MTF Comparison of ‘Plus’-shaped Aperture vs. Circular Aperture

vehicles, etc.). Such dataset could either be collected or
synthesized. When collected, a synchronized multi-camera
imaging system where each camera is equipped with a different
aperture in size or shape needs to be mounted on a test-vehicle
and images could be acquired during test drives in diverse
locations, times and weather conditions. The acquired images
would need to be annotated manually (or semi-manually) to
form a ground-truth basis for training and testing the deep-
learning network.

Datasets like Berkeley DeepDrive (BDD) [6], KITTI [7], and
similar collections are unsuitable for this purpose due to being
captured with often an unspecified optics (including the aperture
shape and size). Additionally, these images typically lack per-
pixel depth information, which, as will be discussed later,
is essential for simulating the optical effects of the aperture.
Without the depth information or a perfect knowledge of the
camera optical design, it is also impossible to "deconvolve"
the images to correct for optical distortions.

The major leap in compute power over the past decade
ignited the photo-realistic synthetic image generation for
the automotive market. Synthetic images offer significant
advantages over real data, including cost efficiency, scalability,
and control. Synthesized images enable precise simulation of
rare or hazardous scenarios, ensuring diverse datasets for robust
AI training. Unlike real data, synthetic images eliminate privacy
concerns, streamline labeling processes, and can be tailored to
specific applications, enhancing model accuracy.

In this research the use of synthetic images was harnessed
for comparative performance analysis of the various aperture
shapes and their effect on the perception system object detection
capabilities. As shall be discussed in section II, emulating
the optical effect of the the point spread function (PSF) is
pivotal to generating photo-realistic synthetic images. The PSF
characterizes the response of a focused optical imaging system
to a point source or object, effectively representing the system’s
impulse response. The aperture size influences the PSF and
depth of field in imaging systems. A smaller aperture increases

diffraction, broadening the PSF and slightly reducing resolution
but extends the depth of field, keeping more of the scene in
focus. Larger apertures sharpen the PSF but narrow the depth
of field[20].

A. Related Work

Deep learning plays a critical role in optimizing automotive
camera optics and modeling the PSF. Tseng et al. [12]
demonstrated a framework for end-to-end camera design using
differentiable optics and image processing pipelines. This ap-
proach integrates compound optics optimization with machine
learning to jointly refine optical and computational components,
enabling higher performance in automotive cameras. Similarly,
Mosleh et al. [13] utilized hardware-in-the-loop (HIL) methods
to optimize camera image pipelines, providing real-world
feedback for refining optical and algorithmic performance.
Côté et al. [14] advanced compound lens design by employing
differentiable models to optimize glass surfaces and materials,
enhancing object detection capabilities in automotive contexts.

For PSF modeling, Carney et al. [15] explored deep learning
to predict PSFs in complex optical systems, enabling accurate
modeling for cameras under varied conditions. Herbel et al. [17]
developed a fast, deep-learning-based PSF modeling approach,
ensuring rapid yet precise system adjustments, vital for dynamic
automotive applications. Chang and Wetzstein [16] highlighted
the utility of deep optics for monocular depth estimation and
3D object detection, critical for autonomous driving. Wolf et
al. [18] extended this by analyzing AI sensitivity to optical
aberrations, emphasizing the need for robust, optimized optics
in real-world environments.

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS

A. Emulating The Point Spread Function

To emulate realistic PSF values, the system parameters of
the ImagingSource® DFK37BUX252[11] camera were used as
a reference. The DFK37BUX252 is a color Industrial Camera,
based on Sony 1/1.8" CMOS Pregius IMX252 sensor with a
resolution of up 1536×2048 (3.1 Megapixel), with a pixel size
of 3.45µm, featuring up to 119 fps with global shutter support.

Given that the optical system shown in Fig. 2, features a
focal length of f = 16mm, the horizontal field of view (FOVH)
of the camera equals [24, p. 48, eq. (2.60)]

FOVH = 2 · tan−1

( 2048
2 · 3.45 · 10−3mm

16mm

)
= 24.9o (1)

The Point Spread Function (PSF) varies based on the
object’s distance from the imaging plane and differs across
the red, green, and blue color components. To estimate the
PSF, synthetic target images were generated and processed
using Zemax ray-tracing simulations, assuming object distances
ranging from 10 to 100 meters in 5-meter increments (resulting
in a total of 19 distances).

Each 1536×2048 target image was divided into 51×51 pixel
blocks (with some pixel margins on the edge blocks), with
all pixels set to black (hexadecimal value 0x000000), except
for the center pixel of each block, which was assigned the
target color component: 0xff0000 for red, 0x00ff00 for green,
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and 0x0000ff for blue. The ray-tracing simulation produced
19 frames per color, illustrating the PSF distribution across the
frame space for each distance. An example frame is shown in
Fig. 4, with detailed views provided in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6. In
these figures, the magenta-colored pixels indicate the original
impulse location, while the PSF is represented by a pixel blob
enclosed within a rectangular box, displaying varying intensity
levels. This blob signifies the average PSF within the block.
The spatial displacement of the blob relative to the original
impulse results from refraction effects caused by the vehicle
windshield.

PSF Array 51x51 Blocks Red Channel @ 10m

Fig. 4. PSF Array Example

PSF Array 51x51 Blocks Red Channel @ 10m

Fig. 5. PSF Array - Zoom-In Example

B. Converting “Pinhole”-Images to PSF-Filtered

The synthetic images originally generated for the dataset
were free of optical aberrations. In addition to being fully
annotated, each image was accompanied by a per-pixel 16-bit
depth map that specified the depth of each pixel in meters.

Bounding Rectangle 

PSF Kernel 

Impulse Pixel 

~ 

Fig. 6. PSF Array - Components

Fig. 7 illustrates an example of a pinhole RGB image alongside
its corresponding depth map.

The depth buffer was utilized to exclude pixels outside the
relevant range for depth-dependent PSF filtering. The remaining
pixels were then filtered color by color using the PSF “blob”
filters. This process was repeated across all 19 depth ranges, and
the filtered images were subsequently combined to reconstruct
a single image. Before producing the final output, Gaussian
noise was added to account for differences in aperture cross-
sections, as discussed further in section II-C. This workflow is
depicted in Fig. 8, and examples of filtered images, showcasing
chromatic aberrations at the edges caused by the aperture shape,
are presented in Fig. 9-10.

Depth Image "Pinhole" RGB Image 

Fig. 7. Pinhole Image and its Associate Depth Image

C. PSF Relative Noise Balancing

Apart from the diffraction effects introduced by the PSF, a
smaller aperture cross-section reduces the amount of light
reaching the imaging sensor, resulting in darker images.
To counteract this, one can assume the images maintain
consistent intensity by adjusting the gain based on the aperture
cross-section. By applying PSF filters of varying shapes and
compensating with appropriate gain levels, the intensity of the
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Fig. 8. PSF-Filtering Pipeline

Fig. 9. Pinhole (left) vs. PSF-Filtered Image (right)

Fig. 10. Pinhole vs. PSF-Filtered Image in Traffic Light Objects

images can remain uniform. However, this approach has a trade-
off: increasing the gain to offset reduced light also amplifies
additive noise, potentially degrading the image quality.
The required gain to be applied for maintaining the same level
of intensity across different apertures depends on the f-number
of the lens (commonly denoted as f/#), which is defined as

f/# =
f

D
(2)

where D is the effective aperture diameter and f is its focal
length (both specified in [mm]).

Table I summarizes the parameters of the four apertures
analyzed in this research. The circular aperture featuring a
diameter of 9mm, serves as the reference, with a cross-sectional
area of 4.52·π =63.6mm2. Recall that the focal length is 16mm,
the nominal f-number of the circular aperture is f/#circular =
16mm/9mm ≈ 1.8. The f-numbers of the remaining apertures
are calculated relative to the circular aperture.

f/#aperture ≈ f/#circular

√
Areacircular

Areaaperture
(3)

Similarly, the gain required to be applied to images processed
with non-circular apertures to maintain the same level of
intensity is calculated as

Gain Factor [dB] = 20 log10

(
f/#aperture

f/#circular

)
(4)

No. Aperture Shape Area [mm2] Area factor f/# Gain Factor [dB]

1 circular 63.6 1.00 1.8 0.0
2 plus 35.6 0.56 2.4 5.1
3 vertical slit 17.6 0.28 3.4 11.2
4 horizontal slit 17.6 0.28 3.4 11.2

TABLE I
APERTURES PARAMETERS

Again, the DFK37BUX252 camera was used as a reference
to simulate realistic noise. Figure 11 illustrates the relationship
between camera gain and the noise standard deviation (STD)
expressed in 8-bit gray values (0–255) per color component.
The noise STD was calculated across multiple frames captured
at 60 frames per second (fps) with the camera lens obscured,
while gain levels ranging from 0 to 48 dB were applied. To
interpolate the gain factors listed in Table I, an exponential
curve was fitted to the measured STD values.
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Fig. 11. Measured Camera Noise vs. Camera Gain
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D. Dataset Generation

To circumvent the need to collect and manually annotate
the images, a dataset of synthetic images containing the target
object classes was created. The original “pinhole” dataset (i.e.,
images without any optical distortion) comprised approximately
41,000 images. This dataset included images of traffic lights,
traffic signs, and speed signs in equal proportions. The images
were rendered using the Cognata traffic sign dataset [8] and its
counterpart, the traffic light dataset [9], both adhering to the
European format. The target objects were depicted in various
geographic locations, under diverse lighting conditions (e.g.,
dawn, morning, noon, afternoon, sunset, and night), and across
different weather scenarios (e.g., clear skies, partly cloudy,
overcast, foggy, etc.). The objects appeared as columns with
fixed spacing along the roadside, at distances ranging from
10–20 meters to over 100 meters. Each image in the dataset was
fully auto-annotated, segmented, and accompanied by per-pixel
depth information, as illustrated in Fig. 7.

The “pinhole” dataset was expanded into 16 replicas. Initially,
it was processed with PSF filtering, as described in Section II,
using the emulated PSFs of the four apertures listed in
Table I. Furthermore, three replicas for each aperture were
augmented with zero-mean additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) at camera gain levels of 30 dB, 40 dB, and 48
dB. The AWGN standard deviation was determined based on
the measurements shown in Fig. 11. Together with a noise-
free replica (corresponding to 0 dB gain), these augmentations
resulted in a total of 16 replicas derived from the original
dataset. Figures 12-13 depict examples of speed signs and
traffic lights images under the various camera gain/additive
noise conditions.

Gain = 0dB Gain = 30dB

Gain = 40dB Gain = 48dB

Fig. 12. Speed Sign Image Example with Four Levels on Camera Gain

E. Network Configuration

In this research, the Ultralytics YOLOv8 deep neural network
(DNN)[5], [4] was trained for the object detection tasks. The
“Nano” version of YOLOv8 (YOLOv8n), featuring the smallest
memory footprint was used. The DNN was configured to detect

Gain = 0dB Gain = 30dB

Gain = 40dB Gain = 48dB

Fig. 13. Traffic Light Image Example with Four Levels on Camera Gain

and classify 100 unique classes of both traffic-signs, traffic
lights and speed signs. Fig. 14 describes the distribution of
instances per class within the dataset images. The traffic signs
include 57 classes, (indexed in Fig. 14 from 0-16, 25-45, and
66-84), speed-signs include 28 classes (indexed from 17-24 and
56-65). Finally, the traffic lights include 15 classes (indexed
from 85-99).
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Fig. 14. Classes Distribution

III. RESULTS

The DNN object detection precision performance was cross-
validated using K-fold methodology[19] with K = 5. A unique
YOLOv8 DNN was trained for each combination of camera
aperture, camera gain, and K-fold (for 4 apertures, 4 camera
gain levels and 5-fold cross validation a total of 80 YOLOv8
networks were trained and tested). Each fold of 41,000 images
was split into 80% of the images (randomly selected) that were
used for training, 10% for validation and 10% for testing.

The analysis was done separately per class group (speed
signs, traffic signs and traffic lights), and bounding-box size
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according to the sizes defined by Microsoft COCO[10], (with
the addition of the “tiny”-sized bounding box (of 23×23 pixels),
excluded from the original COCO code). To provide context
for the bounding box sizes, Table II specifies the corresponding
distances for each object type and bounding box size, with the
range calculation detailed in Appendix A.

The metric used for the comparative performance analysis
was the mean average precision (mAP)

mAP =
1

|classes|
∑

c∈classes

|TPc|
|TPc|+ |FPc|

(5)

where |TPc| denotes “true-positive” counts for the cth class
and |FPc| denotes “false positive” counts for the cth class.
A true-positive event is counted if two conditions are met:
the confidence score of the predicted bounding box is greater
than the confidence threshold, and the intersection-over-union
(IoU) between the predicted bounding box and the ground-truth
bounding box is greater than the IoU threshold. A detection
would be considered as false-positive event if either: the model
detects an object with a high confidence score, but it is not
present (no ground truth), then the IoU would be equal to zero.
Alternatively, a false-positive event will be counted if the IoU
is less than the IoU threshold, or if the proposed bounding
box aligns with the ground truth, but the class label of the
proposed box is incorrect.

The bars height in Figs. 15-19 correspond to the K-fold
weighted-mean mAP calculated for IoU threshold of the range
0.50-0.95 in steps of 0.05 (as commonly used by COCO), for
the class groups of traffic lights, traffic signs and speed signs.
The mAP results correspond to bounding box (bbox) sizes as
specified in Table II. The bar heights were calculated using

µ̄∗ =

K∑
k=1

wk · µk (6)

where µk denotes the mAP of the kth fold calculated using
cocoeval.py1 for IoU threshold of the range 0.50-0.95, and
wk denotes the weight of the kth fold, which is the fold count
of the bounding boxes corresponding to the relevant size and
to the relevant class category (traffic sign, traffic light or speed
sign). The error-bars represent the weighted standard deviation
(STD) of K-fold, which is given by [21]

σ̄ =

√√√√∑K
k=1 wk (µk − µ̄∗)

2

K−1
K

∑K
k=1 wk

(7)

Analyzing figs. 15-18, it becomes evident that the STD for
tiny and small bounding boxes is notably higher than that
for medium and large bounding boxes, with the tiny traffic
light cases being particularly pronounced. This discrepancy
arises from the image synthesis process used by the Cognata
simulator, where objects are arranged in columns along the
roadside. As a result, the dataset contains significantly fewer
tiny bbox examples compared to other sizes: approximately
1% are tiny bounding boxes, 19% are small bounding boxes,

1https://github.com/cocodataset/cocoapi/blob/master/PythonAPI/
pycocotools/cocoeval.py

30% are large bboxes, and the remaining 50% are medium-
sized bboxes. This phenomena is less prominent in fig. 19 as
it depicts the mAP for all categories combined, grouped by
bounding box size.
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Fig. 15. mAP for Tiny-Sized Bounding Boxes
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Fig. 16. mAP for Small-Sized Bounding Boxes

A. Hypotheses Analysis

By further examining Figs. 15-19 a couple of observations
can be made and testing their statistical significance is required:

1) The small variations in the mAP between the different
apertures are either on the same magnitude or smaller
than the standard deviation (equivalent to the “system
noise”). The null hypothesis for the aperture case states
that neither of the apertures demonstrates a statistically
significant advantage in average precision over the others.

https://github.com/cocodataset/cocoapi/blob/master/PythonAPI/pycocotools/cocoeval.py
https://github.com/cocodataset/cocoapi/blob/master/PythonAPI/pycocotools/cocoeval.py
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bbox type bbox size
[pixels]

Distance to
Speed Sign

Distance to
Traffic Light

Distance to
Traffic Sign

tiny bbox ≤ 23× 23 Dist. > 51m Dist. > 63m Dist. > 129m
small 23 × 23 < bbox ≤ 32× 32 38m < Dist. < 51m 46m < Dist. < 63m 93m < Dist. < 129m
medium 32× 32 < bbox ≤ 96× 96 14m < Dist. < 38m 16m < Dist. < 46m 31m < Dist. < 93m
large bbox > 96×96 Dist. < 14m Dist. < 16m Dist. < 31m

TABLE II
BOUNDING BOX SIZES & CORRESPONDING OBJECT DISTANCE
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Fig. 17. mAP for Medium-Sized Bounding Boxes
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Fig. 18. mAP for Large-Sized Bounding Boxes

In mathematical terms, the null hypothesis, H0, and the
alternative hypothesis, Ha, assume that

H0 : µ̄1,i = µ̄2,i = µ̄3,i = µ̄4,i (8)
Ha : µ̄1,i ̸= µ̄2,i ̸= µ̄3,i ̸= µ̄4,i (9)

where µ̄ℓ,i denotes the mAP measured for the ℓth aperture
under the ith gain level.

2) All the apertures are fairly indifferent to additive noise
incurred by camera gain of up to 40dB. A degradation
was only observed in the highest gain level (of 48dB).
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Fig. 19. mAP for All Classes Combined

For this case, the null hypothesis to be tested states that
an increase in camera gain that needs to be applied to
images with low intensity, which amplifies the additive
noise (and thus decreases the SNR), does not degrade
the detection precision. In mathematical terms,

H0 : µ̄ℓ,1 = µ̄ℓ,2 = µ̄ℓ,3 = µ̄ℓ,4 (10)
Ha : µ̄ℓ,1 ̸= µ̄ℓ,2 ̸= µ̄ℓ,3 ̸= µ̄ℓ,4 (11)

To test the null hypotheses stated above, Welch’s two-sample
t-test[22], [23] for unequal variances may be used. In our case,
as there are 4 different apertures and 4 different gain levels,
the test should be conducted on all 6 pairwise combinations
available with N = 4 apertures or gain levels, calculated as
N(N−1)

2 = 6.
For this test, the t-statistic and the degrees of freedom, ν,

are given by

t =
x̄1 − x̄2√
s21
n1

+
s22
n2

(12)

ν =

(
s21
n1

+
s22
n2

)2

(
s21
n1

)2

n1−1 +

(
s22
n2

)2

n2−1

(13)

where x̄1, x̄2 and s1, s2 correspond to the mean values and the
standard deviations of each of the groups under test. In our
case, the number of samples in each group equals n1 = n2 =
K(= 5).
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The two-tailed p-value is used to determine the significance
of a test statistic in a hypothesis test.

Two-tailed p-value = 2 · P (Z ≥ |t|)
= 2 · (1− Ft(|t|, ν)) (14)

where Ft(|t|, ν) denotes the cumulative distribution function
of the t-distribution.

To reject the null hypothesis, H0, it is required that

2 · (1− Ft(|t|, ν)) < α (15)

where commonly, α = 0.05.
Notice that the null hypotheses concerning the apertures

should be tested at each gain level separately. Hence, for each
subplot in Figs.15-19, 6×4=24 two-sample tests are required.
That leads to a total of 4 gains × 6 aperture-pairs×(4 figures×3
subplots + 4 subplots) = 384 two-sample tests, with the gain-
related null hypotheses required a similar amount of tests. For
brevity, we will only present selected test examples. Tables III-
VII examine the hypotheses described above for tiny and
small bbox sizes. These comparisons are based on the results
presented in Fig. 19, in which each subplot describes the
mAP for a specific bbox size target for all classes combined.
As observed, tiny and small bbox sizes challenge the object
detection system. From tables III andIV it is evident that
the null hypothesis cannot be rejected for any of the cases,
implying that there is no single aperture that improves the
detection precision for the automotive classes considered.

With regards to the precision reduction with the increase
of the gain (thereby, the decrease in SNR), it is clear from
tables V, VI, and VII that a gain of 48dB imposes a statistically
significant mAP reduction. However, the dependence on the
gain is not uniform for all apertures; some exhibit independence
between the average precision and gains lower than 48 dB.

Gain [dB] Aperture #1 Aperture #2 t-statistic ν p-value Reject H0
(p < 0.05)?

0dB Plus F/2.4 Horizontal F/3.4 0.2848 7.6672 0.7834 no
0dB Plus F/2.4 Vertical F/3.4 0.3919 7.5521 0.7060 no
0dB Plus F/2.4 Circular F/1.8 0.4274 7.7926 0.6806 no
0dB Horizontal F/3.4 Vertical F/3.4 0.0304 6.7513 0.9766 no
0dB Horizontal F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 0.1219 7.9825 0.9060 no
0dB Vertical F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 0.1159 6.9385 0.9110 no

30dB Plus F/2.4 Horizontal F/3.4 -1.6044 7.1096 0.1520 no
30dB Plus F/2.4 Vertical F/3.4 -0.5266 7.9963 0.6127 no
30dB Plus F/2.4 Circular F/1.8 -0.4961 7.9963 0.6332 no
30dB Horizontal F/3.4 Vertical F/3.4 1.1936 7.0254 0.2714 no
30dB Horizontal F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 1.2181 7.0254 0.2625 no
30dB Vertical F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 0.0309 8.0000 0.9761 no
40dB Plus F/2.4 Horizontal F/3.4 -0.1969 6.7269 0.8497 no
40dB Plus F/2.4 Vertical F/3.4 1.1151 7.8663 0.2977 no
40dB Plus F/2.4 Circular F/1.8 -0.3066 7.9295 0.7671 no
40dB Horizontal F/3.4 Vertical F/3.4 1.0190 6.2195 0.3462 no
40dB Horizontal F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 -0.0439 7.1034 0.9662 no
40dB Vertical F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 -1.3787 7.6244 0.2071 no
48dB Plus F/2.4 Horizontal F/3.4 -0.9735 7.5163 0.3606 no
48dB Plus F/2.4 Vertical F/3.4 -1.0168 7.9894 0.3390 no
48dB Plus F/2.4 Circular F/1.8 -0.8566 6.3894 0.4226 no
48dB Horizontal F/3.4 Vertical F/3.4 0.0775 7.6331 0.9402 no
48dB Horizontal F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 0.4268 5.5196 0.6857 no
48dB Vertical F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 0.4017 6.2515 0.7013 no

TABLE III
ALL CLASS MAP, APERTURE SIGNIFICANCE: TINY-SIZED BBOX < 23X23

PIXELS

IV. SUMMARY & CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we presented a deep learning-based compara-
tive numerical analysis of automotive object detection tasks,
examining four different aperture types with varying shapes and
cross-sections at different camera gain levels. Our gain-related

Gain [dB] Aperture #1 Aperture #2 t-statistic ν p-value Reject H0
(p < 0.05)?

0dB Plus F/2.4 Horizontal F/3.4 -1.5737 6.5452 0.1625 no
0dB Plus F/2.4 Vertical F/3.4 -0.8101 6.5452 0.4463 no
0dB Plus F/2.4 Circular F/1.8 -1.1545 7.9928 0.2817 no
0dB Horizontal F/3.4 Vertical F/3.4 1.0503 8.0000 0.3243 no
0dB Horizontal F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 0.1981 6.6639 0.8488 no
0dB Vertical F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 -0.5824 6.6639 0.5795 no

30dB Plus F/2.4 Horizontal F/3.4 -1.6997 7.6803 0.1292 no
30dB Plus F/2.4 Vertical F/3.4 -1.1901 7.3409 0.2711 no
30dB Plus F/2.4 Circular F/1.8 -1.0324 7.9284 0.3323 no
30dB Horizontal F/3.4 Vertical F/3.4 0.6521 7.9178 0.5328 no
30dB Horizontal F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 0.6521 7.9024 0.5329 no
30dB Vertical F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 0.0693 7.6602 0.9465 no
40dB Plus F/2.4 Horizontal F/3.4 -1.2575 7.8088 0.2449 no
40dB Plus F/2.4 Vertical F/3.4 -0.3967 4.2166 0.7109 no
40dB Plus F/2.4 Circular F/1.8 -1.0589 7.0800 0.3244 no
40dB Horizontal F/3.4 Vertical F/3.4 1.4391 4.2967 0.2188 no
40dB Horizontal F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 0.3376 7.6428 0.7447 no
40dB Vertical F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 -1.2507 4.4595 0.2726 no
48dB Plus F/2.4 Horizontal F/3.4 -1.4329 7.0540 0.1947 no
48dB Plus F/2.4 Vertical F/3.4 -1.6996 7.8977 0.1281 no
48dB Plus F/2.4 Circular F/1.8 -0.5710 7.1542 0.5855 no
48dB Horizontal F/3.4 Vertical F/3.4 -0.0042 7.4810 0.9967 no
48dB Horizontal F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 1.1370 5.7236 0.3009 no
48dB Vertical F/3.4 Circular F/1.8 1.4055 6.7004 0.2045 no

TABLE IV
ALL CLASS MAP, APERTURE SIGNIFICANCE: SMALL-SIZED BBOX, 23×23

< BBOX < 32×32 PIXELS

Gain [dB] Aperture #1 Aperture #2 t-statistic ν p-value Reject H0
(p < 0.05)?

Plus F/2.4 0dB 30dB 0.9938 7.0268 0.3533 no
Plus F/2.4 0dB 40dB 0.9852 7.2231 0.3564 no
Plus F/2.4 0dB 48dB 7.2723 7.8474 0.0001 yes
Plus F/2.4 30dB 40dB 0.0095 7.9798 0.9927 no
Plus F/2.4 30dB 48dB 7.4070 6.4695 0.0002 yes
Plus F/2.4 40dB 48dB 7.3014 6.6678 0.0002 yes

Horizontal F/3.4 0dB 30dB -0.7372 7.6034 0.4831 no
Horizontal F/3.4 0dB 40dB 0.2940 7.9417 0.7763 no
Horizontal F/3.4 0dB 48dB 4.5441 7.7323 0.0021 yes
Horizontal F/3.4 30dB 40dB 1.1048 7.8341 0.3020 no
Horizontal F/3.4 30dB 48dB 5.5840 6.9082 0.0009 yes
Horizontal F/3.4 40dB 48dB 4.4344 7.4658 0.0026 yes

Vertical F/3.4 0dB 30dB 0.1997 7.7946 0.8468 no
Vertical F/3.4 0dB 40dB 1.7694 7.6323 0.1166 no
Vertical F/3.4 0dB 48dB 6.2453 6.8896 0.0005 yes
Vertical F/3.4 30dB 40dB 1.7179 7.9720 0.1243 no
Vertical F/3.4 30dB 48dB 6.3742 6.2492 0.0006 yes
Vertical F/3.4 40dB 48dB 5.2993 6.0347 0.0018 yes
Circular F/1.8 0dB 30dB 0.0514 6.2951 0.9606 no
Circular F/1.8 0dB 40dB 0.1585 6.9489 0.8786 no
Circular F/1.8 0dB 48dB 6.8686 6.2974 0.0004 yes
Circular F/1.8 30dB 40dB 0.1511 7.7883 0.8838 no
Circular F/1.8 30dB 48dB 9.8426 8.0000 0.0000 yes
Circular F/1.8 40dB 48dB 8.8442 7.7898 0.0000 yes

TABLE V
ALL CLASS MAP, GAIN SIGNIFICANCE: TINY-SIZED BBOX < 23x23 PIXELS

Gain [dB] Aperture #1 Aperture #2 t-statistic ν p-value Reject H0
(p < 0.05)?

Plus F/2.4 0dB 30dB 0.4424 7.9140 0.6700 no
Plus F/2.4 0dB 40dB 1.4219 7.9949 0.1929 no
Plus F/2.4 0dB 48dB 9.2920 7.6045 0.0000 yes
Plus F/2.4 30dB 40dB 1.0560 7.8687 0.3223 no
Plus F/2.4 30dB 48dB 9.3865 7.8734 0.0000 yes
Plus F/2.4 40dB 48dB 7.5764 7.5228 0.0001 yes

Horizontal F/3.4 0dB 30dB 0.4831 7.6990 0.6425 no
Horizontal F/3.4 0dB 40dB 2.0498 7.0721 0.0791 no
Horizontal F/3.4 0dB 48dB 8.9169 5.9814 0.0001 yes
Horizontal F/3.4 30dB 40dB 1.5051 7.7565 0.1719 no
Horizontal F/3.4 30dB 48dB 8.1568 6.7373 0.0001 yes
Horizontal F/3.4 40dB 48dB 6.5207 7.4299 0.0003 yes

Vertical F/3.4 0dB 30dB 0.2357 7.9241 0.8197 no
Vertical F/3.4 0dB 40dB 4.1259 4.6307 0.0107 yes
Vertical F/3.4 0dB 48dB 10.0543 7.0142 0.0000 yes
Vertical F/3.4 30dB 40dB 3.4567 4.5193 0.0213 yes
Vertical F/3.4 30dB 48dB 9.5400 7.3889 0.0000 yes
Vertical F/3.4 40dB 48dB 9.0739 4.2882 0.0006 yes
Circular F/1.8 0dB 30dB 0.7462 7.7797 0.4775 no
Circular F/1.8 0dB 40dB 1.9433 7.2927 0.0914 no
Circular F/1.8 0dB 48dB 11.5577 6.3571 0.0000 yes
Circular F/1.8 30dB 40dB 1.2799 7.8215 0.2372 no
Circular F/1.8 30dB 48dB 12.1053 7.0280 0.0000 yes
Circular F/1.8 40dB 48dB 11.8253 7.5848 0.0000 yes

TABLE VI
ALL CLASS MAP, APERTURE SIGNIFICANCE: SMALL-SIZED BBOX, 23x23 <

BBOX < 32x32 PIXELS

analysis showed a weak dependence of detection precision on
additive noise levels across all aperture shapes, up to a critical
noise threshold.

Regarding the relationship between detection precision and
aperture characteristics, the findings are twofold: first, no
statistically significant difference in detection precision was
observed between different aperture shapes. Second, the results
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Gain [dB] Aperture #1 Aperture #2 t-statistic ν p-value Reject H0
(p < 0.05)?

Plus F/2.4 0dB 30dB 1.6421 7.6536 0.1409 no
Plus F/2.4 0dB 40dB 5.1541 6.1527 0.0020 yes
Plus F/2.4 0dB 48dB 19.5159 7.9837 0.0000 yes
Plus F/2.4 30dB 40dB 2.3944 5.4640 0.0578 no
Plus F/2.4 30dB 48dB 15.5623 7.5096 0.0000 yes
Plus F/2.4 40dB 48dB 19.2516 6.3206 0.0000 yes

Horizontal F/3.4 0dB 30dB 0.2226 7.4079 0.8299 no
Horizontal F/3.4 0dB 40dB 1.3075 7.4340 0.2300 no
Horizontal F/3.4 0dB 48dB 15.3165 6.9699 0.0000 yes
Horizontal F/3.4 30dB 40dB 0.9561 7.9996 0.3670 no
Horizontal F/3.4 30dB 48dB 12.0711 5.8733 0.0000 yes
Horizontal F/3.4 40dB 48dB 10.9295 5.8977 0.0000 yes

Vertical F/3.4 0dB 30dB 0.6666 7.9555 0.5239 no
Vertical F/3.4 0dB 40dB 1.2189 7.2687 0.2609 no
Vertical F/3.4 0dB 48dB 14.7776 7.1456 0.0000 yes
Vertical F/3.4 30dB 40dB 0.7045 6.9771 0.5039 no
Vertical F/3.4 30dB 48dB 14.5934 6.8489 0.0000 yes
Vertical F/3.4 40dB 48dB 11.8964 7.9918 0.0000 yes
Circular F/1.8 0dB 30dB 0.4581 7.9267 0.6591 no
Circular F/1.8 0dB 40dB 2.8853 7.6639 0.0213 yes
Circular F/1.8 0dB 48dB 16.7842 7.5053 0.0000 yes
Circular F/1.8 30dB 40dB 2.5427 7.8945 0.0349 yes
Circular F/1.8 30dB 48dB 17.2735 7.7888 0.0000 yes
Circular F/1.8 40dB 48dB 15.6500 7.9800 0.0000 yes

TABLE VII
ALL CLASS MAP, APERTURE SIGNIFICANCE: MEDIUM-SIZED BBOX, 32X32

< BBOX < 96X96 PIXELS

indicate no significant difference in detection performance
across f-numbers ranging from f/1.8 to f/3.4. The observation
that higher f-number values do not degrade object detection
performance suggests a potential cost-saving opportunity in
lens specifications, as optics with smaller diameters tend to be
more economical. Furthermore, recall that the minimal spot
size of an optical system is defined as the resolution limit
for a diffraction-limited system. Such a spot should typically
encompass four adjacent pixels to effectively extract a feature.
Assuming a wavelength of λ (specified in [µm]) the minimal
spot size is defined as [20]

Spot Size ≈ 4 pixels = 2 · 1.22 · λ

NA
= 4 · 1.22 · λ · f/# (16)

where the factor 1.22 originates from the calculation of the
position of the first dark circular ring surrounding the central
Airy disk in the diffraction pattern, which corresponds to the
first zero of the order-one Bessel function of the first kind
J1(x) [20, Table 4.1, p.78], and NA denotes the “numerical
aperture” of the lens

NA =
D

2f
=

1

2 · f/#
(17)

Equation (16) suggests that pixel size should scale proportion-
ally with the f-number. At higher f-numbers, smaller pixels offer
limited resolution benefits as the system becomes diffraction-
limited. Additionally, smaller pixels feature reduced well-
capacity, limited dynamic range, and increased susceptibility to
noise. Maintaining the same field of view with smaller pixels
requires more pixels, leading to higher memory usage, increased
data rates, and greater readout demands. These factors raise
system costs, offsetting any savings achieved through simpler
optics.

APPENDIX

The object distances listed in Table II were determined
as follows. If we denote the horizontal image resolution as
R (specified in pixels), the object width a W (specified in
TableVIII), located at a distance D from the focal point (where
both W and D have the same units - commonly meters), then

Object Type Size [cm]

Traffic Light 30.5
Traffic Sign 62
Speed Sign 25

TABLE VIII
PHYSICAL OBJECT SIZES

the width of the object’s bounding box projected on the imaging
plane as w (specified in pixels) is given by

w =

⌈
2 · tan−1

(
W
2·D

)
FOVH

·R

⌉
(18)

where FOVH is given by (1).
By applying (18), Fig.20 illustrates the relationship between

bounding box width and object type as a function of distance.
Through power-law curve fitting, specific bounding box widths
can be mapped to their corresponding distances, as detailed in
Table II.
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Fig. 20. Object Bounding Box Width vs. Object Distance
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