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RT3C: Real-Time Crowd Counting in Multi-Scene
Video Streams via Cloud-Edge-Device Collaboration

Rui Wang ™, Yixue Hao

and Min Chen

Abstract—Recently, the advancements in edge computing have
boosted the deployment of video analysis systems based on deep
learning, which breaks the limitation of the constrained communi-
cation and computing resources of local devices. However, process-
ing multi-scene high-resolution video streams in crowd surveillance
remains a significant challenge since it is difficult to formulate
dynamic video content and communication environment to sup-
port offloading decisions. To bridge the gap between applications
and modeling, this paper presents a Real-Time Cloud-edge-device
Collaboration framework, which enables fast and accurate Crowd
counting (RT3C) on the real dataset. RT3C comprises key frame
detection, adaptive patch partition, patch encoder and decoder and
computation offloading decision, designed to divide key frames into
a minimum number of patches and determine the offloading loca-
tion of patches. A Real-Time Multi-Agent Actor-Critic (RTMAAC)
algorithm based on multi-agent reinforcement learning is proposed
to decide whether to compute patches with a lightweight model
on edge or a large model on cloud. Unlike traditional approaches
ignoring the contents, RTMAAC is a dynamic online decision
algorithm based on context of the network and video. Extensive
experiments demonstrate that RT3C effectively discriminates the
valid frames and optimizes offloading decisions in complex en-
vironments, outperforming other baseline algorithms on the two
crowd counting datasets. In summary, RT3C provides a promising
framework for multi-scene video streams, which can be extended
to other applications to realize video computation based on deep
models.
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1. INTRODUCTION

EEP learning has made great progress in computer vi-
D sion, further promoting the rapid developments of crowd
management systems. Intelligent crowd monitoring involves
the real-time analysis of ultra-high-definition video streams to
realize crowd detection, behavior recognition, tracking, and
counting, which have the strict demands of the system delay
and computation performance [1].

There are many aspects to improve the computation and re-
sponse performance of the video analysis system such as making
computation on collection devices, optimizing transmission link
and computation model, and improving feedback and display
of results [2], [3], [4]. For example, there are many redundant
frames in a 30FPS video stream, and some works perform frame
filtering on the devices to reduce transmission costs based on the
video contents and the distinctive features such as edge, pixel,
and area [5]. Some works focus on the Region of Interest (Rol) in
the image by capturing the target area of the associated frames,
and then making computation offloading decisions according to
task and content priority with the limited bandwidth resource [6],
[7], [8], [9]. Unfortunately, although the target can be located
according to context, the newly appearing targets cannot be
captured, thereby reducing the detection performance. Besides,
considering the differences in inference ability of deep models
and target attributes, some works aim to use multi-models to
compute the Rol in the frame to execute inference [10], [11].
And there are also some computation offloading researches for
computation-intensive tasks, which formulates the offloading
decision-making issue in the dynamic network environment by
considering minimizing the resource consumption. These mod-
els are generally oriented to generalized computation-intensive
tasks, which are solved by heuristic algorithms [12], [13] and
deep learning methods [14], [15] represented by deep rein-
forcement learning. However, when these models are applied
to specific scenarios, there is still a gap between formulating
scenarios and solution schemes. For the typical crowd count-
ing task in monitoring, the researchers pay more attention to
designing models with high accuracy and seldom consider the
deployment of deep counting model combined with video con-
tent and network environment [16], [17]. Once the deep counting
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Fig. 1. Real-time monitoring system served for multi-scene video streams.
The intelligent control center decides the computation offloading locations of
the multi-scene video frames based on the context of the devices, edge and cloud.

models are used to execute inference tasks in the real-time video
system based on edge computing, they cannot efficiently handle
the massive data due to the dynamics of the communication and
video frames.

In addition, there are many cameras deployed in the key
area to undertake monitoring tasks. The previous researches
are mainly designed for single video streams for surveillance,
especially in crowd counting and object detection. When multi-
scene video streams are required to be monitored, it is more
difficult to utilize the resources and context to achieve efficient
computation. Based on the network environment and video
content, we aim to solve multi-scene crowd computation issues
served for video surveillance centers. As shown in Fig. 1, it
is a typical architecture for multi-scene video streams in the
real-time monitoring system. The high-definition cameras are
deployed in multiple scenes and are responsible for collecting
and uploading video to the intelligent control center. Due to the
weak computation capability and limited transmission resources
of local devices, some key frames are uploaded to the edge or
cloud to compute with deep models, and non-key frames are
computed in the local device. The control center decides the
offloading location of video frames based on the awareness of the
communication system and cognition of the frame context. The
results of device, edge and cloud are aggregated to the control
center to realize the frame analysis and presentation. There are
few works about modeling multi-scene video streams, especially
considering the network environment and video content with
limited computation resources and communication resources.

This paper aims to explore a cloud-edge-device collabora-
tive optimization scheme to handle the multi-video streams to
achieve real-time crowd monitoring. However, there is a gap
between the simulated environment and the real world due to the
dynamic communication system and multiple frames. Overall
there are the following challenges in the multi-scene real-time
crowd monitoring system: (1) The key frame and the Rol of the
key frame is not easy to recognize and locate on the local side
due to the limited resource of the local device and computation-
intensive deep models. (2) The computation offloading location
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of the key frame is hard to decide due to the dynamics of network
environment, video contents, and deep models.

In this paper, we propose a Real-Time Crowd counting frame-
work based on the Cloud-Edge-Device Collaboration (RT3C) to
tackle the above-mentioned challenges. First, we propose a key
frame detection algorithm that judges whether the frame is a
key frame with more changes in the number of people than the
previous key frame. Then, to further reduce the consumption of
bandwidth resources, we build an adaptive patch partition algo-
rithm to divide the key frame into a minimum number of patches
according to the potential crowd distribution, and then use the
patch encoding algorithm to encode them. Last but not least, to
solve the computation offloading decision problem of key frames
of multiple video streams, we propose a Real-Time Multi-Agent
Actor-Critic (RTMAAC) based on Multi-Agent Reinforcement
Learning (MARL). By combining the context information and
network resources of each frame, RTMAAC determines whether
the patches of key frames are computed by the lightweight
model deployed on the edge or the large model deployed on
the cloud. The proposed RT3C provides a solution to realize the
offloading decision in the multi-scene video stream processing
based on edge computing for the computation-intensive deep
learning application beyond crowd counting in the complex
communication environment. To the best of our knowledge, it is
the first time to establish a parallel processing architecture based
on deep models for multi-scene video streams. The contributions
of this paper are summarized as follows:

e We propose a real-time video analysis system RT3C
via cloud-edge-device collaboration for multi-scene video
streams to realize performance-efficient deep computation-
intensive tasks.

* We formulate key frame detection, adaptive patch partition,
and patch encoding modules to reduce transmission and
computation of invalid regions and pixels.

® We design an online computation offloading decision algo-
rithm RTMAAC for patch computation, which takes into
account the dynamics of the network environment and
the performances of deep models to achieve a trade-off
between accuracy and delay.

® We evaluate RT3C on real-world crowd video datasets and
experimental results show that our system achieves the best
detection accuracy with the constraints of ultra-low latency
compared to other baseline methods.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: The
related work is discussed in Section II. The system overview of
RT3C is presented in Section III. The pre-processing for single-
scene video stream is illustrated in Section I'V. The computation
offloading task for multi-scene video streams and the RTMAAC
algorithm is depicted in Section V. And the experiments are
shown in Section VI. Finally, we conclude our research and
prospects the future work in Section VII.

II. RELATED WORK

This section reviews the related work on video stream analy-
sis, the deep models of crowd counting, and the decision-making

Authorized licensed use limited to: The Chinese University of Hong Kong CUHK(Shenzhen). Downloaded on March 07,2025 at 09:03:28 UTC from IEEE Xplore. Restrictions apply.



WANG et al.: RT3C: REAL-TIME CROWD COUNTING IN MULTI-SCENE VIDEO STREAMS VIA CLOUD-EDGE-DEVICE COLLABORATION

1741

Cloud

o
Paich ;m\‘—“! i
alches =& 1

BE O o O
e BNER : Patches model Inference

results
Computation queue
1 A
| Cloud resource 1 Offload to cloud
Edge|
A - . nghtwelght
Decoder oo - e Patches deep model
= results
Computation queue
Encoded patches EA : : T
Il }
T
Device | ! Edge | Offload
i v resource I to edge
Adaptive patch Global state @ Computation
o Encoder . ..
partition Patches collcctor State \offloading decision
y

Scene 2

|
|

7777777777 S ey
| Crowd distribution

Frame information :

L
el

Scene N

S Rl

Camera

Key frame

Non-key
Sframe

Key frame
selector predictor

Crowd distribution)
Optical flow

— > Data flow Information flow

Fig. 2.

Results flow

C) Function module

System overview of RT3C. The four critical modules: (1) Key frame detection including feature extractor, key frame selector and crowd distribution

predictor. (2) Adaptive patch partition. (3) Encoder and decoder. (4) Computation offloading decision.

methods especially the reinforcement learning algorithm for
computation offloading tasks.

A. Real-Time Video Analysis

Many methods have been proposed to meet the demands of
latency and performance in the real-time video analysis systems
[11], [18], [19], [20], [21], [22]. ReMIX builds a flexible region
division framework for 4K video target detection to improve
accuracy and reduce the delay [8]. EdgeDuet realizes an au-
tomatic object detection system with Rol encoding by a local
detector and remote deep model [10]. Ekya presents an elastic
resource scheduler and provides a resource allocation scheme
on edge servers [23]. Reducto filters the frame on the local
device using low-level features [5]. VaBUS is a video analysis
framework based on edge-cloud collaboration by understanding
the foreground and background of the frame and performing
adaptive Rol encoding [7]. These systems are all designed to re-
duce computation delay and improve accuracy while they cannot
combine system environment and video context to make com-
prehensive computation decisions. RT3C is a cloud-edge-device
collaboration framework by considering the communication and
computation environment to realize the trade-off between delay
and accuracy for multi-scene video streams.

B. Deep Model for Crowd Counting and Detection

There are many deep models designed for crowd behavior
analysis, such as detection, tracking, and counting with multiple
deployment requirements [25], [26], [27]. The Yolo algorithm is
an end-to-end model, which realizes end-to-end target detection

and classification to satisfy the real-time requirements to process
video stream [28], [29], [30]. In terms of crowd tracking, in [24],
a head detector, the Headhunter framework is proposed to track
small heads in congested scenes. In [31], a crowd flow estimator
is formulated based on optimal transmission distance to make
real-time estimation of crowd count. In terms of crowd counting
in video streams, spatiotemporal information is used to track and
count crowds in consecutive frames [32], [33]. In addition, in
[34], the fusion feature of spatial information extracted by a 2D
network and temporal information extracted by a 1D network
is used to estimate the number of people in video streams. In
this paper, due to the demands of real-time detection, we use the
Yolov7-based lightweight model and large model [35], which
are deployed on the edge and cloud to detect and count people
in the scenes.

C. Computation Offloading

The computation offloading task is to decide the offloading
location and the number of offloading tasks in the heterogeneous
network environment for the computation-intensive tasks [36],
[371, [38], [39], [40], [41]. Aiming for the uncertainty of edge
nodes and the dynamics of computation tasks, a distributed
algorithm based on model-free deep reinforcement learning is
proposed to generate offloading decisions for each device [42].
In [43], an actor-critic framework-based offloading scheme for
intelligent computation is proposed, which is applied to Inter-
net of Things applications. In [44], multidimensional resource
management for UAV-assisted vehicle networks is studied, using
Multi-agent Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient (MADDPG) to
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[24] which can be used for key frame detection according to the estimated count change.

make resource allocations for offloading tasks to meet hetero-
geneous requirements. In [14], a multi-task learning approach
based on neural network is proposed to jointly solve the compu-
tation offloading decision and computation resource allocation
in multi-access edge computing. In [15], a multi-agent online
learning algorithm is proposed to solve the optimal resource
allocation problem. Most of the researches simulated the of-
floading task as a unified expression without considering the
specific task content, quantity and accuracy, which have a great
influence on offloading decision. In this paper, we adopt an
online MARL algorithm to jointly optimize the crowd detection
accuracy and processing delay under ultra-low latency based on
edge computing.

III. RT3C: SYSTEM OVERVIEW

The overview of RT3C is shown in Fig. 2. The device receives
frames from fixed high-definition cameras in multiple scenes,
the feature extractor extracts the basic features of the image,
and the key frame selector determines whether the frame is
a key frame. If it is a non-key frame, the crowd distribution
predictor estimates the location and the number of people in
the current frame according to the previous key frame. If it is
a key frame, the adaptive patch partition module divides the
potential crowd area into a minimum number of patches with
a fixed partition size. The global state collector aggregates the
network environment and state information of the frames, and
hand them over to the computation offloading decision module
to determine the location where the patches of the key frame are
computed. The patches of key frames need to be encoded by the
encoder in the local device and decoded by the decoder on the
edge or cloud. Lightweight and large deep models are deployed
on edge and cloud respectively, and their inference abilities are
different. The patches enter into the computation queue step by
step, which are computed by the deep model once time to obtain
the results. Once the detection results of patches are obtained,
the purification operation is performed through the aggregation
module to eliminate the influence of overlapping areas among
the patches. When frames at a time slot in multiple scenes are
complete, the next frames are processed by the above steps. In
the next two sections, we discuss the details of each module
taking the crowd counting application as an example. By the
way, RT3C can be applied to other computation-intensive tasks
beyond crowd counting, such as target tracking, target detection,
etc.

IV. PRE-PROCESSING FOR SINGLE-SCENE VIDEO STREAM

In this section, we illustrate the critical modules including key
frame detection, adaptive patch partition and patch encoding in
RT3C for each single-scene stream.

A. Key Frame Detection

The key frame is defined according to the change of crowd
motion flow in the scene. If there is much change in the crowd
count between the current and the previous frame, it is a key
frame. Otherwise, it is a non-key frame. For the first frame, it is
set as a key frame required to be computed with the deep model.
There are three modules in the key frame detection, described
in the following.

Feature extractor: The basic frame features are frame interval,
edge and pixel. The frame interval refers to the number of the
frame sequence. The edge refers to the most obvious part of the
local intensity in the image. And the pixel refers to the pixel
value of the grayscale image.

Key frame selector: The labeled dataset is used to obtain
features and their corresponding count difference A,,,,,,,. After
making statistical analysis and experiments, the four-term poly-
nomial fits the changes of crowd count and basic features. The
difference of features is A yeqture, and the change of the number
of people is A,,m, then the relationship between A feqs0re and
Apum 1S:

2 3
Afeature =wo + w1 Anum + WQAnum + WBAnum

+ OJ4A4

num?

)]

where wy, w1, wo, ws and wy are the fitting parameters of the
polynomial, which are trained on the labeled dataset. And the
Afeqture includes the Ajpierpats Aedge and Apiger. Fig. 3 shows
the training points and the four-term polynomial fitting curve of
each feature on the CroHD dataset [24]. The difference in the
number of people between frames is the difference in the feature
value between the frames using the Equation (1). A, is the
average count difference of the three features. When it is greater
than the count threshold ¢, the current frame is the key frame,
otherwise it is a non-key frame, expressed as:

K = 17 A’VI/LL”VL > 67 (2)
0, otherwise,
where the threshold e ~ Ynum, )Afmm is the estimated number

of people in the scene.
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Algorithm 1: Adaptive Patch Partition.

1 function
Adaptive_partition (locs, Img, p1, p2,
MinPtsy, MinPtsy, A)
Input:
o locs: The coordinates of the face location.
e Img: The image required to make a partition.
e p1 and po: The neighborhood radiuses of DBSCAN.
o MinPtsy and MinPtsy: Thresholds of the number of
objects near p; and ps.
o A: The patch resolution size of the partition.
Output:
e O: The partition lines over the whole image.
// €y is the abnormal point set and the
1 is the clustered point sets.
2 g, 11 < DBSCAN (locs, p1, MinPtsy);
// €y is the abnormal point set and the
s is the clustered point sets.
3 g, 23 < DBSCAN (g, p2, MinPtss);
4 ) < calculate the union of 2; and €)5;
5 I' < detect boundary lines of each cluster of Img;

6 Initialize the empty borderline set bsts;
7 for each borderline [ in I" do
8 ' < pad the region [ of the I'mg based on A;
9 | Il < make partition for the region I’ based on A;
10 for each borderline bst in I/, do
1 if bst not exists in bsts then
12 | Add the bst to the bsts;
13 end
14 end
15 bsts < unify the region in the bsts;
16 end

17 for each bst in bsts do
18 bst <— make partition according to A;
19 for each point pt in locs do

20 if pt exists in bst then
21 | Add bst to ©;

22 end

23 end

24 end

25 Return O.

Crowd distribution predictor: The crowd distribution of the
current frame is estimated based on the previous results of the
key frame and the optical flow map [45]. First, a sparse optical
flow map of two consecutive frames is computed. If the pixel
where the face is located has moved much compared to the
key frame, the new face position is calculated based on the
optical flow map. Otherwise, the current position is equal to the
face position in the previous key frame. In this way, the crowd
distribution is estimated for non-key frames. When a frame is
judged as a non-key frame, its crowd position and count are
estimated locally based on historical information.

B. Adaptive Patch Partition

We propose an adaptive patch partition method based on the
Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications with Noise
(DBSCAN) algorithm [46], and the overall process is shown in
Fig. 4. First, in Fig. 4(a), the estimated crowd position is obtained
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based on the crowd distribution predictor. It is defined that the
center point of the face is used to represent the person’s location.
Then, we select the potential crowd distribution area according to
Algorithm 1. First, all locations are clustered using the DBSCAN
algorithm. And then all abnormal points are clustered into one
cluster, and the result is shown in Fig. 4(b). For the outliers,
the DBSCAN algorithm is used to cluster them again, and the
outliers are discarded in this round directly. Meanwhile, the
clusters are merged where the normal points in the two rounds of
DBSCAN are located in Line 4. In this way, the abnormal crowds
are clustered into the normal crowd as much as possible. For the
remaining small number of outliers, it is believed that much
more transmission and computation cost is required but they
have less information, and discarding them has little effect on
the overall detection accuracy. This conclusion is validated in the
Section VI-B. Next, the boundary lines I" of the area where the
points in each cluster are located are calculated. Then, in Lines
7-16, the first round of partition is performed on these regions.
In Line 8, the surrounding area is filled based on the fixed patch
size. The filling rule is to divide the image size by the patch size,
and the boundary area with the larger remaining region is filled.
Afterward, we merge the cropped patches and remove and unify
the boundary lines of the patches with inclusion and overlapping
regions. After completing the first round of region mergence, in
Lines 17-24, the second round of partition is performed. In Line
18, the patches are divided in an overlapping manner again based
on the estimated potential crowd distribution area. If there may
exist crowds in the patch, the boundary line of the patch is added
to the final patch set. Finally, the adaptive patch partition of the
Rol is completed for the key frame with the minimum number
of patches.

C. Patch Encoder and Decoder

To further reduce the transmission cost, JPEG is used to
encode each patch [47]. JPEG compresses the high-frequency in-
formation of the image and preserves the color information. Al-
though the quality of the image decreases, compressing the im-
age reduces the transmission cost without affecting the compu-
tation of the deep model. The encoder module is realized on the
local, and the decoder module is executed on the edge and cloud.

V. COMPUTATION OFFLOADING DECISION FOR MULTI-SCENE
VIDEO STREAMS BASED ON RTMAAC

In this section, the patch computation problem is modeled as
the computation offloading via cloud-edge-device collaboration.
We present the system model and the RTMAAC algorithm based
on MARL to realize online computation offloading decisions.
Table I shows the symbols.

A. System Model

In the RT3C, the local device receives video streams from [N
scenes. The patches of key frames are transmitted to the edge or
cloud to be computed with the deep model. For non-key frames,
they are estimated on the local. All results are aggregated locally
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(a) Original frame (b) DBSCAN for all points

Fig. 4.

(d) Adaptive partition

(c) DBSCAN for abnormal points

Pipeline of adaptive patch partition. The original frame is processed by DBSCAN and the abnormal points are processed by DBSCAN again. And then

the adaptive partition is conducted on the Rol to obtain the patches such as Py, P> and P3.

TABLE I

LIST OF NOTATIONS
Symbol Description
N Number of all scenes
K Number of patches of each frame
t Time slot in one episode of multi-frames decision
™ Offloading strategy in {0, 1}
dy Distance from device to edge cloud
do Distance from device to cloud
N Number of frames in each video clip
w Transmission bandwidth from local to edge
P Transmission power for each scene
A Patch resolution size to make partition

pEmodel yyCmodel  The deep model deployed on edge and cloud

Transmission time of the j;, frame of the i, scene from
local device to edge and cloud

Etrans Ctrans
5, T

TL“’"‘ Computation time of the j;;, frame of the i;;, scene on device
TE(“"” T; C“”” Computation time of k¢, patch of the j;;, frame of iy,

scene on edge and cloud
AIEJ“Q, A?J‘“,"C AP of the kyj, patch of the jy;, frame of the i,

scene on edge and cloud

MAE of the ky, patch of the jyj, frame of the iy,

scene on edge and cloud

AP and MAE of the j;), frame of the i), scene on device

Emae ACmae
A i,5.k 7 AL gk

ALar ALmae

ij 1O,
b, é) e Parameters of critic network and target network
0,0 Parameters of actor network and target network
T The soft update parameter for the two target networks
¥ Discount factor in [0,1] to update RTMAAC

and output for the crowd monitoring center. The communication
model, inference model and evaluation model are formulated.

Communication model: For a non-key frame, it is processed
on the local without an extra transmission. For the patches of
key frame, they are transmitted to the edge or cloud through the
wireless network and optical fiber network. It is assumed that
each video stream occupies a separate transmission channel, and
its bandwidth is constant during transmission. The upload rate
from the device to the edge is [48]:

p
T1:W10g2 <1+0'2—d’i)7

where o2 is the Gaussian noise, and ¢ is the distance loss
parameter of the power. The upload rate from the edge to the
cloud is 7. Therefore, for frame j in scene ¢, the transmission
delay of the k;j, patch from local to edge is:

; “

3

Zijk
1

T7E;1‘;7‘ans _
where z; ; 1, is the image size of the k;j, patch of frame j in scene
1. If the patch is offloaded to the cloud, the transmission delay
from the local to the cloud is:
dy — dy

T2 '

Ctrans Etrans
T 1,5,k ]-; WJok +

o)

DNN inference model: A lightweight model WFmodel ig de-
ployed on the edge and a large model W¢?4¢! is deployed on the
cloud. The computation time is obtained based on the FLOPs
of deep models and the performance of the running machine.
TEm = F(6°, ¢, zi4) and TER™ = F(8¢, f€, 2 51) are
two computation delays. F represents the computation delay
function in the real system, the 6¢ and 0¢ are the FLOPs of
the deep models, and f°¢ and f°¢ represent the computation
performance of the edge and cloud. TEC‘”” and TCC"m are
calculated by averaging the total 1nference time by performlng
inference on publicly available datasets with the deep model.
Therefore, the delay is the sum of the communication delay and
the computation delay for the ky;, patch of frame j of scene i:

K K j
Tij(m) =Y Tiju(m) =D (1= mijx) - (TE"
k=0 k=0

TE]'czm) + Tk - (TCtrans + TCcom))’ (6)

7
where m € {0,1} is the offloading decision. When 7 = 0, the
k., patch of frame j of scene ¢ is offloaded to the edge. When
7w = 1, itis offloaded to the cloud. The total latency of frame j in
scene ¢ is the sum of communication delays and the computation
delays of K; ; patches.

Accuracy evaluation model: Average precision (AP) is used
to evaluate the detection accuracy of the face position in the
patch. After all the patches in the frame are computed by the
DNN model WEmedel and wCmedel deployed on the edge and
the cloud, the detection results are sent back to the local to make
aggregation. Non-maximum suppression is used to deal with
the problem of multiple estimated boxes for the same object in
overlapping regions to get the only detection result for a target
[49]. The network structure and the number of parameters decide
the inference ability of WZmodel and WCmodel We adopt the AP
and MAE to measure the inference performance of these two
models. The AP of k;j, patch of the frame j in the scene i is:

1
A% = [ pantryar, )
0

where p; ; 1. (r) is the detection precision and recall curve of the
patch. The AEa . and Aca are APs of k;j, patch of the frame j
in the scene ¢, Wthh are calculated by lightweight model on the
edge and large deep model on the cloud. Therefore, the AP for
the ky;, patch of the frame j in the scene ¢ based on offloading
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decision 7 is:

1
) = = D AL al)

Kij k=0
K j

1 - FEa Ca

=% D =mign)  AZE 4Tk AR,
Y k=0
(3)

Besides, the number of people in the scene through the detection
result is estimated, so the Mean Absolute Error (MAE) showing
the count accuracy of k;j, patches:

ing ~Yigk | ©)
where g; ; 1. and y; ; 1. are the predicted value and true value of
the crowd count in the patch. The AE mae and Acm“e are MAEs
of k;p, patch of the frame j in the scene z which are calculated by
lightweight model and large model. Therefore, the MAE based

on offloading decision 7 is:

:| Qi,j,k

KM
ATae(m) = > AP ()
k=0
Ki,’j
= (=i jk) - AT+ mi g - ALTHE).
k=0

(10)

By combining the A} | and A7, the comprehensive accuracy
evaluation for the the DNN model WEmedel and pCmodel jg

obtained.

B. Problem Formulation

Based on the above models, we formulate the overall op-
timization problem, aiming to maximize detection and count
accuracy and crowd estimation in multiple scenarios while min-
imizing system delay in the RT3C.

The data generated by scenes at a time slot is transmitted to the
intelligent control center locally to perform computation. The
optimization goal is to give an appropriate offloading strategy
« for patches of key frames in NV scenes while minimizing the
delay and maximizing the accuracy:

mlng (AT, ”

) + A AT (T) + A3 AT (7)),

s.t.m e {0,1},
K j
S5 ) < M
i=1 k=1
N Kij
Z T4,k <M$sz; (11)

i=1 k=

=

where M229¢ and M¢0ud are the maximum number of patches
that can be offloaded to edge and cloud. X;, Ao and A3 are
weight parameters. There are some challenges to solving the

joint optimization problem: (1) Due to the differences in crowd
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distribution and background in multiple scene frames, it is
difficult to make a common offloading decision without con-
sidering the frame information. (2) The offloading location of
each patch affects patch offloading in other scenarios and sub-
sequent patches due to limited computation resources. (3) The
real-time monitoring system requires a balance between delay
and accuracy to achieve optimization with quality of experience.

C. MDP Formulation

Deep reinforcement learning is a useful method to solve
optimization problems in dynamic environments. The prob-
lem is defined as a Markov decision process, expressed as
(S; A; P; R). S is the state space, A is the action space, P is a
state-transition function expressed as P: S x A X S« R, R
is the reward function. The RT3C is regarded as the interac-
tion environment, and the video streams are the target subjects
monitored by the agents. The multi-agents make the offloading
decisions for the patches of the multi-scene frames based on
interaction and collaboration in the RT3C. Action triggers the
state transition, meanwhile affecting the subsequent offloading
decision. During the process, agents receive a reward to evaluate
actions. According to the optimization goal of RT3C, it can be
transformed as the Markov decision process and the state, action
and reward can be defined as follows.

State: For the state s; in the S, t represents the time slot,
whose maximum value is the number of patches in these scenes.
s¢ contains ten values: whether the frame to which the patch
belongs is a key frame, expressed as x; € {0, 1}, if it is a key
frame, then x; = 1 otherwise x; = 0; whether all patches in
the frame have been offloaded is expressed as I; € {0, 1}; the
number of heads in the region in the previous frame is h;; the
index of the current patch in all patches of the frame is k; the
number of patches offloaded to the edge and cloud in the frame
before ¢ is n and n{’; the computation delays for a patch on edge
and cloud are TtE com and thcom; the transmission delays for a
patch from local to edge and cloud are TF"9"$ and T,“trans,
Therefore, the state of the agent at time slot ¢ is:

TEtrans TEcom TCtrans TC’com}

(12)
After the system makes an offloading decision for all patches at
t, the system enters the next state. The state is not terminated
until the patches of all the frames at the same time are completed.
When the next frames arrive, the system state is initialized and
a new episode state transition begins.

Action: The number of patches in each frame is different due
to the differences of crowd distribution. At time slot ¢, the agent
makes an computation offloading decision a; ;(¢) of the patch
of frame j in the 7, scene. And a; ; € {0,1} means the edge
and cloud. The offloading strategy in the current state is noted
as the .

Reward: In a multi-scene crowd counting system, the opti-
mization goal is to obtain the accurate location of faces and the
number of crowds in the scene with less latency. In MARL, the
reward is strongly related to the convergence of the model and the
optimization target. The optimization-related reward function is
described in detail.

st_{"'ityltvhtvk nt 7nt )
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® Delay-constrained reward: If the frame is a non-key frame,
there is only computation delay. If it is a key frame, its
delay includes computation delay and transmission delay.
To meet the delay-sensitive requirements, for each agent i,
the reward of the k;, patch in the j;, frame is:

dela com
reew = (L= ki) - (=T + ki - (=T k()
(13)

Att,ifthet < K j, rfjl?y = rf‘;lzy, otherwise the sum of

transmission delay and computation delay is 0 and TZ ?l‘tly =
0. For non-key frames, the number of patches K ; is set
to 1, and the frame is computed on the local side. The
local computation delay TIL]“,’C'” is measured on the public
dataset. Therefore, the total delay reward at ¢ in the scene

1S:

(14)

N
delay __ delay
Ry —-Eiiramt
i=0
® AP-constrained reward: For detection accuracy, after re-
ceiving the detection results of all frames, the AP reward
of the k;j, patch and the total reward at ¢ in the scene is:

= (L= kig) AL k- AT (), (15)
N

R% = (r{h, — 1), (16)
1=0

where Af?’,’c is AP of patch processed on local. At time slot

t,if the t < K j, AZ?t = A?f;,k, otherwise A?gt =1to
eliminate the interference of the complete frame. Since the
larger AP represents better performance, it is transformed
from a maximization problem to a minimization problem
to realize joint optimization.

® MAE-constrained reward: For counting accuracy, the
MAE reward of the ky;, patch and the total reward at ¢
in the scene is:

= (L= kig) - (AL + ki - (AT (7)),
(17)
N
Rype = ppar, (18)
1=0

where the AiL;",ge is the MAE of the patch processed

on local side. If the ¢ < K, A7y = AL, otherwise
AZ’;"{’ = 0. Therefore, to make a computation offloading

decision by considering delay, detection and counting ac-
curacy, the total reward is:

total __ delay ap
R = M RIS + MR + 0y

mac(19)
where A1, Ao and A3 are weight parameters, A; and A3 are
negative, and Ao are positive. For the j;;, frame, the cu-
mulative reward is R{ofl =y~ (Kes) REstal We adopt
an actor-critic MARL method to solve the problem. Ac-
cording to the Soft Policy Iteration in [51], the repeated
application of soft policy evaluation and soft policy im-

provement to any 7 converges to the optimal policy 7* for
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alland (s¢, a;) € S x A, assuming | 4| < oo. Therefore,
this problem can be solved with an actor-critic MARL
algorithm to maximize the cumulative reward R%%/*.

D. RTMAAC Design

We propose an RTMAAC algorithm [50] based on MARL to
perform computation offloading, as shown in Fig. 5. The actor
networks 6 make offloading decisions and the critic network ¢
evaluates the action. First, the agent of each scene perceives the
state of the current patch and inputs them into the multi-agent
network, and each agent obtains the offloading location of the
corresponding patch at the current moment. These actions are
executed in the real-time monitoring system to obtain a reward.
Then the system steps into the next state. The current state,
action, reward and next state are sent to the experience replay
buffer. Meanwhile, the state-action is input to the critic network
for evaluation, which uses a multi-head attention mechanism
to realize the encoding of the state and action. The @) value is
obtained to optimize the critic network with Mean Square Error
(MSE). The RTMAAC algorithm is iteratively trained with a
gradient-based updating manner with action value and ) value
in the multi-scene video streams until the model converges. After
completing the training step, it executes online inference with
actor networks. The details are elaborated in the next.

Multi-agent network: Each agent makes the computation
offloading decision according to the current environment and
the patch state. The actor network includes a multi-layer per-
ception (MLP), receiving the state vector with a length of 10
and outputting the offloading location vector with a length of 2.
Meanwhile, the computation results are put into the experience
replay buffer together with the next state. When the samples are
accumulated enough in the initial period, the policy network is
trained based on:

Vo, J(¢) = Es a~n[Vo, d(ai(t)]si(t))
- VQ?(si(t), ai(t))

where D is the historical information in the experience replay
buffer, including (s¢, at,r¢, s¢11). The update strategy of the
actor network 6; is:

‘C(Ql) = Est’atyrmst%—l [(Q¢(Sl(t)7 al(t)) - y)Q]’

where y = 7; +¥Q% (5i(t + 1), a; (t + 1)]a, (t-+1)=p(s: (1)) and
r; 18 the reward value of the 7;;, scene. The actor network is
updated with the ) value evaluated by the critic network for
the action a;(t). The target network is to improve the stability
in the process of model training. And the soft update is used to
improve the target network as ' = 76 + (1 — 7)0'.
Multi-head attention mechanism: In MARL, the state infor-
mation of each agent is shared for mutual cooperative percep-
tion and decision-making. To overcome the high-dimensional
state vectors and realize information sharing among agents,
the RTMAAC effectively encodes state vectors and learn the
relation between agents based on the attention mechanism. The
RTMAAC algorithm obtains the fixed length attention vector
avoiding the problem of the increase of the critic network with

ai(t):¢(5i(t))]’ (20)

2
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Fig. 5.

Multi-head attention mechanism

Overview of the RTMAAC. The left is the multi-agent network and the critic network and the multi-agents interact with the environment to get a reward

and the action. The right is the multi-head attention mechanism to get the @ value to evaluate the actor [50].

increasing actors. For agent ¢, we can obtain () value by relating
with other agents:

Q¢ (s,a) = fi(@i(si(t), ai(t)), w;),

where f; is a two-layer MLP, and ®; is a one-layer MLP
embedding function. w; is the sum of the weights of agent @
and other agents, expressed as:

wi =Y a;-v; =y ah(VE(s;, 7)),

1 i#i

(22)

(23)

where v; is the embedding equation of the agent, which is
encoded by an embedding function and linearly transformed by
a shared matrix V, h is an element-wise leaky ReLLU function.
«; is the attention weight mapped by the query-key pair, which
is obtained by calculating the similarity of the embedded vector:

a; exp(eZW,?qui), (24)

where e; = ®;(s;,a;), W, is the query of e;, and W}, is the
key of e,,. Each head has independent parameters (Wj,, W,, V).
By concatenating the contributions of all heads into one vec-
tor, the weight combinations of different agents for each head
are obtained. In RT3C, multi-scene-oriented agents make more
comprehensive decisions by paying attention to the states and
actions of agents in other scenes.

Critic network: The update of the critic network is to minimize
the regression loss of collaboration, expressed as:

M
['Q(d)) = ZE(S,a,T,S’%D[(Qf(Sa a) - %)2]7 (25)
=1

Ui = Ti + VB () [QF (57, a') = Blog (o, (a(1) | 53(1)))],
(26)

where ¢’ and 6’ are the parameters of the target critic network and
the target actor network. Qf is the estimated action evaluation
of agent 7, and [ is the temperature parameter used to balance
entropy and reward. M is the number of samples. The policy
network is updated by:

Vo, J (¢9) = Esp,a~r [Vo, log(me, (ailsi))

(=Blog (mo, (ai | 5:)) + Q7 (S, 4) = b(S,a)))l, @D
where b(S, a;) is the advantage function, expressed as:
b(S, ;) = Eanm,(s) [Q? (s, (aiaa;))} : (28)

For the update of the target critic, the soft update is ¢’ = 7¢ +
(1 — 7)¢'. For the complexity of the RTMAAC algorithm. Let
Was Wedge> Weloud denote the weight counts of the actor network,
the lightweight model on edge and the large model on cloud.
In the inference stage, the computation complexity of the local,
edge and cloud are denoted as O(n), O(weage) and O(weioud)-
The O(n) is the basic linear operation, which is completed in
a linear number of operations. Taking the real model used in
this paper as an example, the number of parameters and FLOPs
of actors are 5.06K and 4.93K. The deep models on the edge
and cloud are 5.77M and 13.3G, and 34.89M and 104.1G. It
is concluded that the decision complexity and the computation
complexity with the counting models during the inference are
low to meet the requirements of the real applications.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, the experimental simulation platform and the
parameters and model settings are presented. We compare the
proposed pre-processing algorithms and computation offloading
algorithms in the RT3C with other baseline methods. And some
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sensitivity testings are performed to demonstrate the effect of
the proposed modules.

A. Experimental Setting

Simulation settings: An server with an NVIDIA Telsa V100
32GB GPU and four Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6252 CPUs of
2.10 GHz is used as simulation platform. The simulation system
is Ubuntu 18.04.3 LTS, on which local node, edge node and
cloud node are deployed. In the experiments, we use Python
3.6.8 to establish the RT3C and Pytorch 1.7.1 as the framework
of the detection model and RTMAAC.

Experimental parameters: The 2, 3, and 4 video scenes with
the same number of frames are set to conduct experiments to
verify RT3C. The filtering threshold € is 13. d; and d> are set to
0.3km and 3km. For the communication model, W is 2¢6, p is
0.6w, tis 3, o is le — 9, and the transmission rate of optical fiber
network is 3e8. When the patch resolution size is 320 x 320,
the computation delays on local, edge and cloud are 0.0005s,
0.0298665s and 0.0064217s. The computation delay of the other
patch resolutions is the multiple of the delay of 320 x 320. For
the RTMAAC algorithm, the actor network is a three-layer MLP
and the number of hidden layer neurons is 128. The state encoder
is a one-layer MLP with 128 neurons and LeakyReLU activation
and a four-head attention network and softmax layer to obtain
the relation among agents. The critic network is a two-layer MLP
with 256 and 128 neurons. In the inference stage, only the actor
and state encoder are used to make the computation offloading
decision, whose decision cost with low latency can be ignored
compared with the computation task based on deep model. The
learning rate of both the actor network and the critic network is
0.001, and the soft update weight 7 of target networks is 0.01.
The discount factor v to update RTMAAC is 0.95, the buffer
length is 1e6, and the batch size is 256.

Deep model and dataset: For the crowd detection model,
we choose two Yolov7 models respectively Yolov7-tiny and
Yolov7-face [35], and deploy them on edge and cloud. There
are two datasets including CroHD [24] and PANDAS [52] used
to validate our RT3C. We use the training set and testing set in
CroHD and part of the training set in PANDAS as different video
scenes in RT3C. Since the average video resolutions in CroHD
and PANDAS are 1,920 x 1,080 and 27,722 x 16,842, the
patch resolutions are set to 640 x 640 and 3,840 x 3, 840. In
the experiment, the shortest video clip is used as the baseline to
realize the synchronization decision for multiple video streams.

B. Pre-Processing Performance

The performance of key frame detection: To demonstrate the
effect of key frame detection in the proposed RT3C, we perform
some experiments in the four scenes on the CroHD Train dataset,
and the results are shown in Fig. 6 and Fig. 7. In Fig. 6, it is
assumed that all frames are transmitted to the edge or cloud to
execute inference with the deep model, which is noted as only
edge and only cloud respectively. The performances of these
two methods are worse than the RT3C. Although an accuracy-
best model is deployed on the cloud, its reward is the worst in
the four scenes because there is a long distance from the local
to the cloud to increases the transmission delay. Especially in
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tion and RT3C.

Scenel, Scene2 and Scene3, the rewards of RT3C are —0.919,
—0.980 and —1.058, which are even better than half of the other
two methods. In Fig. 7, if the frames are randomly or with a
fixed interval determined as the key frame, the RT3C performs
the best performance overall. In addition, although the fixed-
interval strategy presents the best performance in Scene?2, its
performance changes in oscillation are worse than RT3C in the
rest of the scenes. Therefore, the key frame detection module is
effective in the RT3C.

The performance of adaptive patch partition: To demonstrate
the effect of adaptive patch partition in the RT3C, we perform
experiments according to the above settings and the result is
shown in Fig 8. The equal partition is to divide the whole key
frame with patch resolution size to cover all regions. The regional
partition is to divide the potential region with patch resolution
based on the previous frame. This means that the predicted areas
where all people appear in the frame are calculated without dis-
carding abnormal crowd areas. It is observed that the proposed
adaptive patch partition algorithm shows the best performance
of the three methods. And the regional partition algorithm is
worse than the equal partition, which demonstrates the effect
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TABLE II
COMPUTATION OFFLOADING PERFORMANCE EVALUATION ON FOUR SPLIT DATASETS IN THE TWO PUBLIC DATASETS WITH OUR RTMAAC
AND OTHER BASELINE METHODS

Dataset | Method The number of scenes = 2 The number of scenes = 3 The number of scenes = 4
Delay| MAE] APT RewardT | Delay] MAE] AP7T Rewardf | Delay] MAE] APT Reward T

Random 0.068 30.09 0.393 -1.278 0.050 27.65  0.360 -1.345 0.048 29.01 0425 -1.160
CroHD DDPG [53] 0.047 29.13  0.421 -1.223 0.055 2537  0.387 -1.343 0.053 25.66  0.421 -1.219
Train MADDPG [54] 0.055 32.61  0.398 -1.275 0.040 2754  0.355 -1.331 0.064 25.04 0431 -1.259
MAPPO [55] 0.035 30.52 0419 -1.139 0.031 30.65  0.407 -1.120 0.042 23.55 0417 -1.219
RTMAAC 0.017 2421  0.427 -1.115 0.019 24.50  0.486 -1.033 0.031 23.12  0.476 -0.925
Random 0.059 65.79  0.441 -1.359 0.039 3593  0.393 -1.349 0.045 7205  0.329 -1.567
CroHD DDPG [53] 0.042 51.89  0.465 -1.247 0.045 3490 0.39 -1.336 0.050 67.57  0.338 -1.571
Test MADDPG [54] 0.053 6140  0.445 -1.352 0.046 3494  0.397 -1.342 0.048 7194  0.324 -1.603
MAPPO [55] 0.030 53.579  0.459 -1.212 0.017 34.80  0.407 -1.167 0.031 73.87  0.327 -1.434
RTMAAC 0.022 44.25 0.476 -1.141 0.017 33.88 0.413 -1.156 0.028 71.13 0.350 -1.346
Random 0.311 4090  0.568 -1.985 0.264 3591  0.465 -2.202 0.289 33.04 0476 -2.161
PANDAS DDPG [53] 0.256 33.35 0.565 -2.025 0.224 32.79  0.480 -1.996 0.274 30.07 0.465 -2.143
Trainl MADDPG [54] 0.344 4480 0.554 -2.001 0.220 33.61 0.479 -2.005 0.317 3423 0467 -2.295
MAPPO [55] 0.293 38.86  0.565 -1.967 0.262 35.74  0.470 -2.233 0.278 3237 0476 -2.142
RTMAAC 0.205 29.85  0.581 -1.589 0.189 31.04 0484 -1.773 0.206 27.53  0.497 -1.725
Random 0.908 344.69 0.353 -2.180 0.780 291.66 0.293 -2.248 0.698 22533 0.327 2217
PANDAS DDPG [53] 0.957 34232 0.331 -2.382 0.745 27139  0.310 -2.328 0.623 202.58 0.327 -2.237
Train2 MADDPG [54] 0.763 298.81 0.338 -2.211 0.802 288.68 0.298 -2.334 0.694 226.63 0.331 -2.130
MAPPO [55] 0.826 327.66  0.341 -2.112 0.727 27335 0.302 -2.198 0.665 217.06  0.329 -2.245
RTMAAC 0.549 27197 0.338 -1.744 0.410 195.68 0.339 -1.818 0.393 163.02  0.352 -1.871

The number of scenes is set as 2, 3 and 4 and delay, MAE, AP and reward are used to evaluate the algorithms.
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Fig.9. Convergence curve of computation offloading algorithms based on four

deep reinforcement learning algorithms.

of combining crowd distribution and estimation and discarding
outliers in the RT3C.

C. Computation Offloading Performance

To verify the feasibility of RT3C, we perform experiments
with multiple scenes of 2, 3, and 4 on the two datasets. Table II
shows the overall performance of RT3C and the other four
algorithms. The Random algorithm refers to randomly generat-
ing the computation offloading strategy. The Deep Deterministic
Policy Gradient (DDPG) algorithm refers that there are multiple
independent agents participating in the decisions of multi-scene
frames [53]. MADDPG [54] and Multi-Agent Proximal Policy
Optimization (MAPPO) [55] are classic multi-agent reinforce-
ment learning algorithms.

The convergence of the computation offloading algorithms:
The Fig. 9 shows the convergence curve for the MARL com-
putation offloading algorithms on PANDAS Trainl. Since the
Random algorithms cannot reach the stable convergence, it is
not shown in the figure. It is observed that the optimization
problem can be solved by MARL algorithms, which get con-
vergence after about 1000 episodes. Meanwhile, the proposed
RTMAAC algorithm presents a fast convergence speed and the
best rewards.

The performances of computation offloading decisions: From
the Table I1, it is observed that our algorithm RTMAAC achieves
the best reward performance in the two datasets with a variety
of scenarios. As the number of scenarios increases, resource
allocation and optimization decisions become more complex.
When the number of scenes is 4, compared with 2 scenes and 3
scenes, the rewards of RTMAAC are much better than these of
other algorithms. For example, in the CroHD Train dataset, when
there are two video streams required to be computed, the reward
of RTMAAC is —1.115, while the reward of Random is —1.278,
with a difference of 0.163. Due to the crowd distribution and
scene differences in the dataset, there are differences in delay,
MAE and AP among these four selected video clips. When the
number of scenes is 2, the delay is 0.205 on PANDAS Train! but
0.549 on PANDAS Train2. And the MAE and AP are 29.85 and
0.581 while the detection performance is weaker, with MAE and
AP of 271.97 and 0.338. In addition, since the resolution of the
frame in the PANDAS dataset is bigger than that on the CroHD
dataset, its latency is higher than on the CroHD dataset. If the
entire frame is transmitted to the edge or cloud for detection, the
sum of transmission delay and computation delay is even greater.
Itis concluded that when the resolution is larger, it brings a larger
consumption of bandwidth resources and computing resources.
In RT3C, RTMAAC greatly eliminates redundant information
to reduce resource consumption.

The Cumulative Distribution Function (CDF) of computation
offloading decisions: The CDF of delay, MAE, AP and Reward
of the five algorithms are shown in Fig. 10 when the number of
scenesis 2, 3 and 4 on the PANDAS Trainl1 dataset. RTMAAC al-
gorithm has significant advantages over other algorithms, which
is far ahead of other algorithms in the Reward. The RTMAAC
performs the best performance on the CDF of Delay, MAE and
AP compared to other algorithms.

D. Sensitivity to System Settings

The effect of threshold to select key frame: We set differ-
ent € to judge key frames to verify the threshold sensitivity,
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Fig. 10. CDF of delay, MAE, AP and reward for crowd counting task on PANDAS Train! dataset. In the three rows, there are 2, 3 and 4 video streams respectively
required to decide the offloading location based on the computation offloading decision algorithm.

=+E3- Scenel Scene2 —#— Scene3 —A= Scene4 TABLE III

4 400 | — EFFECT OF THE ADAPTIVE PARTITION SIZE
ui zzz NN Partition resolution (\) Delay MAE AP  Reward
g o = Sl 320 x 320 0.016 4240 0.041 -1.54
° = TN 540 x 540 0.026  26.85 0.281 -1.25
ézoc ERS BN 640 x 640 0.031 23.12 0476 -0.93
g 150 I 860 x 860 0.032 3440 0.594 -1.11
_[;_:0 100 ""'au:;:.g 1,080 x 1,080 0.046 4540 0.636 -1.22

50 & There are four video streams required to decide the offloading location.

10 12 14 16 18

Threshold to select key frame (€)

Fig. 11.  Number of key frame with different threshold € to select key frame. [ Fj g. 12, as the threshold increases, the rewards function
increases gradually, because the reduction of the number of key

0 frames reduces the transmission delay and computation delay.

2 In RT3C, the requirement for the delay is stricter than MAE

o and AP, so the rewards increase as the number of key frames
= decreases.

E -6 The effect of the adaptive partition size: We explore the effect

8 of the adaptive partition size of RT3C on the CroHD Train

dataset in the four scenes. The frame resolution of CroHD Train

e is 1,920 x 1,080 and five partition sizes are set as shown in

7 15 17 19

Thresholdl lto sel?ct key frame () Table IIT . It is observed that as the partition size increases, the
AP increases but the delay also increases. When the partition
patch resolution is 640 x 640, the reward shows the best value
of —0.93. Therefore, it is important to select the proper partition
as shown in Fig. 11 and Fig. 12. There are 429 frames in size according to the frame resolution to balance the transmis-
these scenes. By conducting experiments in four scenes on the sion and computation.

CroHD Train dataset, the number of key frames obtained in The effect of transmission bandwidth: We demonstrate the
different scenes are very different. In Fig. 11, the number of key  sensitivity of offloading decision algorithms to the transmission
frames in Scene3 keeps stable with the increase of €, so it is bandwidth as shown in Fig. 13. The reward is larger as the
a dense scene and the number of people varies greatly, which  bandwidth increases since the larger bandwidth greatly reduces
requires more frames to be computed with the deep model. As  the transmission delay. MADDPG achieves the optimal reward
the threshold increases the number of key frames is reduced. of —1.232 and our RTMAAC algorithm is —1.253 with a

Fig. 12.  Rewards when applying different thresholds € to select key frame.
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Fig. 13. Rewards when applying different transmission bandwidth W.

bandwidth of 1e6. Our RTMAAC algorithm achieves the best
performance with the other bandwidths especially when the
bandwidth is 3e6 and the reward is —1.042. It is found that
our algorithm can adapt to complex network environments and
maintain stable performance.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

This paper presents RT3C, a novel framework to achieve a
real-time multi-scene crowd counting system based on cloud-
edge-device collaboration. Key frame detection, adaptive parti-
tion and patch encoding are established to reduce the amount
of data uploaded to the server. Then, we propose an RTMAAC
based on MARL to decide the computation offloading location of
the patches of key frames. Extensive experiments are performed
on the real crowd counting dataset to validate that the RT3C
effectively reduces latency and improves counting accuracy
by considering the specific video contents, especially in high-
resolution multi-scene video streams with limited bandwidth
resources.

There still exists more comprehensive application back-
grounds which have not been considered in the RT3C. There
is more than one edge and cloud and not only one type of
computation-intensive task in the real application. In future
work, we will target multi-edge clouds and specific multi-task
scenarios to conduct research on computing offloading issues
based on real system interactions. It is believed that RT3C
provides an initial inspiration for video-related applications and
promotes more practical research based on edge computing with
multiple video streams.
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