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system co-designed inference framework to optimize the
inference frequency of embodied Al agents. AUrAs disag-
gregates the perception and generation and provides con-
trolled pipeline parallelism for them to achieve high and
stable throughput. Faced with the data staleness problem
that appears when the parallelism is increased, AURAS es-
tablishes a public context for perception and generation to
share, thereby promising the accuracy of embodied agents.
Experimental results show that Auras improves throughput
by 2.54x on average while achieving 102.7% of the origi-
nal accuracy, demonstrating its efficacy in overcoming the
constraints of sequential computation and providing high
throughput.

1 Introduction

Embodied Artificial Intelligence (AI) represents a rapidly
evolving field at the intersection of intelligent manufactur-
ing, autonomous driving, and robotics. Unlike LLM-based
chatbots [13, 19, 23, 51] that operate solely in virtual envi-
ronments, embodied Al agents interact with the physical
world, integrating perception, decision-making, and action
in real-time [8, 15, 35, 74, 86]. The ability to “think” and act
in real-time is a fundamental requirement for these appli-
cations. The cutting-edge capabilities of embodied Al are
predominantly driven by generative Al algorithms. Gener-
ative models, such as LLMs [42, 52, 63, 68] and diffusion-
based algorithms [15, 27, 49, 67], have emerged as critical
components for their superior reasoning abilities. A defining
characteristic of generative Al algorithms is their iterative
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Figure 1. The general workflow of an embodied Al agent.

nature [27, 69], where multiple rounds of generation are
employed to achieve high-quality outputs.

Figure 1(a) illustrates the general workflow of current
embodied Al systems. These systems process human lan-
guage prompts and continuous images as multi-modal in-
puts, utilize generative algorithms for “thinking”, and output
actions for embodied backends, such as robotic actuators.
Specifically, each image captured by the camera triggers a
request within the embodied system. This request undergoes
the thinking process to generate an action for the robotics.
Any additional requests generated during this period are
discarded until the current request completes the overall
action generation process. Such systems are often deployed
on edge devices that typically feature a consumer-level GPU
(e.g., an Nvidia RTX 4090) to meet low-latency response
requirements.

With limited resources and advanced algorithms, the “think-
ing” stage suffers from the low-frequency problem. Specifi-
cally, input data streams, such as videos captured by high-
resolution cameras, often operate at frequencies of 30 to 120
frames per second or higher [7, 15, 59, 62]. Robotic actu-
ators require output commands at equally high or higher
frequencies (e.g., 125-200Hz [15]) to achieve smooth and
precise movements. However, the “thinking” frequency of
current embodied Al agents is quite low (e.g., 3-10Hz for
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Google-series embodied agents [50, 86] and 1-6Hz for Open-
VLA [35]). To this end, many algorithm works [16, 74, 81, 85]
seek to use smaller models for inference but the throughput
is still not ideal, and it is hard to fulfill the hardware’s ca-
pability. Some humanoid robots (e.g., Figure AT's Helix [4])
deploy another "fast thinking" system using an additional
GPU to keep pace with the high-frequency robotic actions,
without optimizing resource utilization.

For the practical value of robotic agents, improving hard-
ware efficiency is of equal importance to increasing the think-
ing frequency. However, the hardware remains underutilized
currently, and effective strategies remain largely unexplored.
The key obstacle to making good use of current hardware
is that the perception and generation are predominantly
implemented in a closed-loop pattern. The sequential compu-
tation of requests hinders possible throughput improvement.
There is potential to improve the thinking throughput by
increasing the parallelism, but two challenges appear. First,
by parallelizing the original sequential requests, concurrent
requests may interfere with each other using techniques
such as CUDA multi-stream [1]. This interference hinders
the agent from providing stable and high throughput (e.g.,
the output interval has an 89.8% fluctuation on average). Sec-
ond, the latency of each request may be prolonged when
paralleled as depicted in Figure 1(b), causing the “thinking”
process to compute on staled data, thereby decreasing the
agent’s accuracy.

Our key insights are: 1) it is possible to alleviate interfer-
ence while achieving high thinking throughput, by organiz-
ing concurrent requests in a regular and controlled pattern
(e.g., pipeline parallelism). 2) Disaggregating the perception
and generation steps helps in maintaining the thinking ac-
curacy. After the disaggregation, the generation phase can
always be computed based on the fresh data exported from
the latest perception phase, thereby maintaining high accu-
racy.

It is non-trivial to achieve the above design. While both
perception and generation are intertwined on the same de-
vice, it is difficult to optimize the throughput through soft-
ware pipelining. A promising strategy is disaggregating the
two stages and managing their pipelines in a unified frame-
work. Moreover, resolving the data staleness problem re-
quires effective algorithm adaptation in the disaggregation
design. It is complex to instruct the data flow between per-
ception and generation while maintaining accuracy.

We therefore propose Auras, an embodied Al system that
enables high-frequency perception and generation without
compromising agent accuracy. To increase parallelism while
maintaining accuracy, we analyze the mainstream algorithms
and disaggregate the perception and generation, while shar-
ing a public context buffer between them. By interacting
through the public buffer, concurrent generation phases ben-
efit from the latest data. To achieve high throughput while
not harming agent accuracy, we propose an asynchronous

pipeline executor to allow pipeline parallelism for both per-
ception and generation. The executor targets to coordinate
the execution pattern across different stages and we can
then achieve a sweet point between high accuracy and high
frequency. This work makes three main contributions.

1) Detailed analysis of characteristics of prevalent
embodied AI algorithms and systems. We analyze the
inability to meet the high-frequency demands of real-world
agents.

2) The co-design of algorithm and system for percep-
tion and generation disaggregation. The disaggregation
design ensures that the output of agents is based on fresh
input data.

3) The design of asynchronous pipeline executor
to achieve both high throughput and accuracy. Auras
therefore provide controllable and stable output frequency.

Experimental results show that AuUrAs improves the through-
put of embodied Al systems with auto-regressive models by
3.05x% and diffusion-based models by 2.28x, while achieving
almost the same agent accuracy compared to original sequen-
tial computation patterns (102.7% on average). These results
highlight Auras’ capability to enhance system performance
and scalability.

2 Related Works

Generative Al for robotics. Recently, more and more al-
gorithm works focus on leveraging large generative mod-
els to implement embodied Al, covering scenarios includ-
ing embodied question answering [17, 45, 55], task plan-
ning [29, 31, 48, 79], action planning [33, 38, 57, 58, 66, 73]
and so on. Within them, Google [11, 86] demonstrates the po-
tential of using an end-to-end vision-language-model to do
semantic reasoning and generate actions in a discrete space.
Following that, representative works such as OpenVLA [35],
ICRT [77] and m, [10] also employ LLMs to auto-regressively
generate responses to interact with the environment. The
agent interacts with the environment by predicting the next
token. Diffusion policy [15] generates robot behavior by rep-
resenting a robot’s visuomotor policy as a conditional denois-
ing diffusion process and is also widely adopted in robotic
agents [18, 34, 44, 75] to generate actions. Some commercial-
ready robots such as Helix [4] and Nvidia’s GROOT N1 [5]
deploy two separate systems, namely ‘System 2’ for slow-
thinking and ‘System 1’ for fast-thinking.

System-level optimization. There are plenty of works
focusing on reducing the latency of executing generative
models such as Large Language Models (LLMs). To improve
the effectiveness of handling concurrent LLM requests, sched-
uling techniques such as batching inference requests, as ex-
plored in prior works [6, 25, 78], have significantly increased
the throughput of LLM serving systems. For better resource
utilization, different phases of the generation process are
disaggregated and utilize separate resources. For example,
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Figure 2. The compute pattern of embodied Al agents.

some works [28, 56, 84] disaggregate the prefill and decod-
ing phases to eliminate the interferences between them. To
mitigate the inference using multi-stream on a single device,
task prioritization and CUDA stream priorities techniques
are leveraged in some previous works [54, 76], and these
techniques are effective for priority-sensitive tasks and re-
quests. In providing structured parallelism for large-scale
LLM inference, PipeLLM [43] and Pipelnfer [12] propose
pipeline parallelism in serving distributed LLM, while many
frameworks [37, 83] also provide data parallelism and tensor
parallelism. There are also frameworks exploring various
parallelism strategies in serving diffusion models [22, 39, 71]
for better throughput.

3 Background and Motivation

This section introduces the background of embodied Al al-
gorithms, discusses the weaknesses of current systems, and
presents the opportunities to improve thinking throughput.

3.1 Embodied AI Compute Pattern

Figure 2(a) shows that the computation of an embodied Al
agent includes two parts: Perception and Generation. The
perception module receives multiple modal data as input and
encodes them into a unified latent space, namely context. In
the phase of generating actions or responses, current end-to-
end embodied agents mainly leverage generative algorithms,
because they have the ability to “think” iteratively [15, 35, 86]
and perform better in reasoning and planning. There are
typically two generative algorithms as agent policies.

1. Auto-regressive modeling: The generation module takes
the latent context as input and generates responses in an
auto-regressive manner. For robotic agents, each generated
token represents a discrete value of the degree of freedom
of the robot (e.g., the delta movement of the mechanical
arm in the x-axis). For Google Robot [11, 86], the length of
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Figure 3. GPU utilization of robotic agents within a single
request. The utilization is the SM Warp Occupancy profiled
using Nsight system [2]. The profiled models are Diffusion
Policy [15], OpenVLA [35] and TinyVLA [74] respectively.

the generated response of each observation is fixed to be 7.
Some mobile manipulation robots [32, 70] have a degree of
freedom of 5. There also exist other embodied agents that
generate length-variable tokens [30, 41], acting as instruc-
tions to downstream action generation policies.

2. Diffusion-based modeling: Denoising Diffusion Prob-
abilistic Models (DDPM) are a class of generative models
where the output generation is modeled as a denoising pro-
cess. The diffusion-based algorithms take Gaussian noisy
data x, as input, while the context is also forwarded as the
conditioning input. Through multiple iterations of denois-
ing, a desired noise-free output x, is formed. The output
can be predicted vectors of actions (e.g., the predicted robot
actions [15, 47] or trajectories [24, 44, 75]).

3.2 Poor Utilization with Current Pattern

Current embodied Al agents cannot make good use of the
equipped hardware resources. As shown in Figure 2(b), the
agent perceives and generates responses in a closed-loop
sequential manner. Define the interval between two adja-
cent actions generated At. Suppose the observation at time
slot t — 1 is O;_1, then the corresponding response is A; =
Agent(O;-1) This execution pattern ensures the bijection of
observation and response. However, in real-time execution,
this execution pattern cannot fully and evenly utilize the
hardware’s compute ability because different compute com-
ponents of an agent have different resource requirements.

Figure 3 reveals the GPU utilization of typical robotic
agents running on an NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU within a time
slot with the sequential execution pattern. The average uti-
lization of a diffusion-based agent (DP) [15] is merely 34.9%.
The utilization of OpenVLA [35], an auto-regressive agent is
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Figure 4. Concurrent execution of requests with pipeline
degree = 3. The agent’s computed output A; is based on the
staled data O;_s.

79.2%, higher than Diffusion Policy. But we still observe the
inefficiency within the decode iterations (lower than 75%).
We also observe the resource requirements of perception and
generation are different. As shown in Figure 3(c), the utiliza-
tion of the perception phase is 74.3% and merely 36.3% for the
generation, revealing the low efficiency in the closed-loop
sequential execution. Therefore, it is potential to increase
the parallelism in computation to fulfill hardware utilization
and increase agent throughput.

3.3 Challenges and Opportunities

Although increasing the parallelism can potentially achieve
a higher execution frequency or throughput, there are two
challenges in maintaining high agent accuracy and exporting
stable and equidistant action responses.

Challenge 1: Uncontrolled parallelism provides sub-
optimal throughput. When requests are simply computed
concurrently (e.g., using CUDA multi-stream [1]), the inter-
ference across requests is severe, leading to a suboptimal
throughput. According to our experimental results, by in-
creasing the degree of parallelism while not providing struc-
tured control, the throughput can be increased by 2.93% on
maximum compared with sequential execution. For com-
parison, when pipeline parallelism is applied, the through-
put is increased by 3.47X. We thus demonstrate that struc-
tured pipeline parallelism can provide high and stable
throughput for embodied AL It is challenging to manage
the parallelism pattern for embodied Al systems because
both perception and generation within the system are re-
quired to be parallelized for optimal execution. This leads to
a complex parallelism configuration space, only by finding
out a reasonable configuration within it can help to achieve
both high throughput and agent accuracy.

Challenge 2: Staled data degrades agent accuracy.
With parallelism increased, the prolonged execution dura-
tion of each request can largely harm the precision. We illus-
trate this with an example depicted as Figure 4. For example,
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Figure 5. Agent accuracy with various degrees of parallelism.
Pipeline degree = 1 refers to sequential execution.

when requests are executed concurrently with pipeline paral-
lelism with a pipeline degree = 3 (i.e., the number of pipeline
stages), three requests are computed simultaneously. With
the interval of response generated still At, each response is
computed as A; = Agent(O;_3), indicating that two latest
observations O;_; and O,_; are skipped. Thus, although the
increased parallelism may help to improve utilization, the
data staleness may degrade the accuracy of agents. The ex-
perimental results are shown in Figure 5. As we increase the
pipeline degree, the accuracy of agents is degraded drasti-
cally.

We identify that the key reason for the accuracy drop is
that agents are generating responses according to stale data
when executed in parallel. If all concurrent generations lever-
age the latest context, we observe that the agent accuracy is
improved and comparable with the accuracy in sequential
execution. Therefore, leveraging fresh data in the gen-
eration phase helps to maintain high accuracy. This
requires us to break the data dependency between percep-
tion and generation, so that the generation can be computed
with the latest context.

4 AuRras Methodology

Based on the two opportunities above, we propose AURAS,
an inference framework for embodied Al agents that boosts
their execution while maintaining accuracy.

4.1 Overview of AURAS

AuURAs leverages algorithm and system co-design to provide
an efficient scheme for embodied agents. Figure 6 shows the
systematic workflow of Auras.
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Figure 6. The systematic workflow of AUuRas.

Auras first modifies the compute pattern of embodied Al
algorithms to achieve satisfying agent accuracy when the par-
allelism increases. Given an embodied Al algorithm, AURAS
takes a thorough analysis of its compute characteristics and
disaggregates the perception and generation modules within.
A public context is extracted from the original compute
graph to share between the two modules. In real time, the
perception module updates the public context buffer and the
generation module fetches from the buffer asynchronously.
This disaggregation design enables the generation module
to always compute based on the latest environment context
information. Targeting the two mainstream categories of em-
bodied Al algorithms: auto-regressive models and diffusion-
based models, we explain how we identify the public context
and maintain high accuracy in §4.2.

The execution pattern of perception and generation influ-
ences the throughput and accuracy of the agent. Compared
with uncontrolled parallelism with no interference control
on a single device, we claim that pipeline parallelism is more
advanced in providing stable and predictable throughput
and beneficial in maintaining accuracy. Thus we propose the
asynchronous pipeline executor (§4.3), which enables var-
ious algorithms to access the public context asynchronously,
while in a controlled and defined manner. The execution be-
havior of the perception and generation pipelines is defined
in the execution configuration, for which Auras leverages a
hierarchical tuner to achieve a sweet point between through-
put and accuracy in the simulation environment.

4.2 Disaggregate Perception and Generation

We first have a detailed analysis of the original sequential
computation to disaggregate the perception and generation.
Then we introduce how to form a public context to share
between perception and generation.

4.2.1 Compute Graph Analysis of Embodied Agents.
An embodied Al algorithm consists of both perception and
generation. For a request, the perception module takes multi-
modal inputs from the environment as an observation and
encodes them into a unified context using various models

(e.g., image encoders [14, 20, 26] for vision inputs and natural
language tokenizers [36, 64, 65] for text inputs). Although
may comprised of multiple models, the computation of per-
ception is finished in a one-step manner.

However, the generation phase is completed in an iterative
manner. We analyze the original sequential compute graph
of the generation phase for auto-regressive and diffusion
algorithms, the two promising techniques in embodied AL

For auto-regressive models, the compute graph of a re-
quest R1’s generation phase R1.gen is depicted in Figure 7(a),
interacting with the token embedding X = [Xv, X, Xa],
where Xy, X1, X4 represent the embeddings for vision ob-
servations, human language prompts and generated action
tokens, respectively. The embeddings Xy and X, are the out-
put of the perception module and remain unchanged within
the request, while only the embeddings in X4 are computed
token-by-token auto-regressively. The consistency of Xy, X}
and generated X4 enables the original auto-regressive gen-
eration to be optimized to use KV-cache [37, 69] to reduce
computation. The generation is thus split into the prefill
phase and multiple decode phases as Equation 1, where [
refers to the total length of Xy and Xj, [, refers to the num-
ber of action tokens and x refers to the embedding of a single
token.

x<; = Perceive(O)
xl+laKVcachesl = Generate( X<l )

Xly2 = Generate( xl+laKVcachesl ) (l)

X141, = Generate( xXj+1,—1, KVeache<i+i,—2 )

The compute graph of diffusion-based models follows the
denoising process. For diffusion-based models, the H, is con-
sistent across different iterative steps as shown in Figure 7(b),
which is the hidden intermediate of observations as shown
in Equation 2. The x, is a random Gaussian noise and after
n steps of de-noising, the x,, is the final output.

H, =Perceive(O)

x1 = Generate(xy, Hy )

@)

xn = Generate(x,_1, Hy )

Figure 7 only shows the compute graphs of auto-regressive
models and diffusion-based models. However, as long as
the model is composed of perception and generation, we
can extract the variables within which are shared by both
perception and generation.

4.2.2 Identify the Public Context. As we increase the
parallelism by breaking the compulsory closed-loop compu-
tation, the system can hold parallel requests (e.g., R1 and
R2 in Figure 7(c) and (d)) to handle continuous observations
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Figure 7. The compute graphs of the generation module.
With sequential computation, the variables that request R1
use are consistent within the request, but are considered
volatile when requests are concurrent ((a) and (b)). With
the public context, generation steps from parallel requests
(R1 and R2) can share the same latest public context for
computation ((c) and (d)).

instead of supporting only one request at a time. The paral-
lel requests can then see each other’s contexts within their
lifecycles. It is beneficial for each request to discard its pri-
vate consistent context, and look for the most timely context
to generate responses. Therefore, we propose to establish a
public context for parallel requests to use and fetch the latest
environment information. It is thus crucial to identify the
volatile context within each request that can be updated by
the public one.

For auto-regressive models, the input in each generation
step is annotated as volatile as colored gray in Equation 1,
indicating that the KV-cache can not be shared across con-
current requests. Thus, as shown in Figure 7(c), the whole
context [Xy, Xy, X4] is regarded as the public context. In
detail, to form the public context, the Xy and X} are derived
from the latest output of the perception module and the X4
are updated by the concurrent requests: each request lever-
ages a prefill from [Xv, X1, X4, ;] to update the Xy,,,. The
public context is therefore updated once new output from
the perception module is calculated or new action tokens
are generated.

For diffusion-based models, the H, is volatile as annotated
in Equation 2 and is considered as the public context. Then
different iterative steps in the generation phase of concur-
rent requests can all access the same public context. The
public context is derived from the perception module as the
conditioning data for the generation policy network.

In summary, we regard the output of the perception mod-
ule as the public context for diffusion-based models, and
regard the output of perception module along with the gen-
erated action token embeddings as the public context for
auto-regressive models. Due to the diversity of generative
algorithms, we cannot simply consider the output of the
perception module as the public context.

4.2.3 Generation based on the Public Context. With
parallel requests sharing the public context to generate out-
put action tokens, there is also a chance that parallel requests
share the computation. We explain how AURAs optimizes the
generation by showcasing a scenario in which two parallel
requests R1 and R2 are both in the generation phase of an
auto-regressive model.

Suppose the computation of the i-th iteration of R1 and
the j-th iteration of R2 are to be executed at the same time,
represented by Generate(x<;;) and Generate(x<y,;), re-
spectively. Then these computations can be merged into a
single computation on the public context: the result of pre-
filling the first [ + i tokens can be extracted from prefilling
the first [ + j tokens when i < j. This holds true when the
transformer applies causal masking, because causal masking
ensures that the computation of the hidden state h;; (for
token xy,;) depends only on tokens x1, xy, - - - , X4, and not
on tokens X441, -+ , X;4. Therefore, the hidden state h;,; is
identical whether prefilling up to [ + i tokens or [ + j tokens.

Thus, for auto-regressive models, when different iterative
steps are overlapped and share the public context, only a
merged unified computation as Generate(X) is required to
update the action token embeddings X4. The merging of
diverse iterative steps can significantly reduce computation
for auto-regressive models. Since the denoised data is not
identical across different requests in diffusion-based models,
the computation merge is not applied to diffusion policies.

4.2.4 Effectiveness of the Public Context. Figure 8 re-
veals the real execution process w/wo our public context
design, using OpenVLA [35] on the Simpler simulation envi-
ronment [40], with the task of Pick-Coke-Can. The action
window is 80 frames and the original sequential execution
finishes the task at the 69th frame, while the algorithm with
context update finishes the task at the 49th frame, indicat-
ing shorter steps to finish the task. We observe that the
sequential computation pattern encounters an obstacle of
the gripper hanging within the 10th frame to the 34th frame
(the gripper keeps closed and the robotic arm keeps stale).
This is because the original sequential computation does not
incorporate the X, into computation and thus may hang
when output actions are similar. With X4 also considered as
a part of the public buffer, all concurrent requests can see
the latest generated tokens, which we claim is beneficial in
dynamic environments.

Within all the tasks that are judged as successful, Auras
can reduce the number of frames by 20.5% compared with
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integrating the latest public context into the computation.

sequential execution in the Pick-Coke-Can scenario. Note
that we do not modify any model weights through fine-
tuning.

4.3 Asynchronous Pipeline Executor

Since we have disaggregated the perception and generation,
we must instruct the data flow between those two compo-
nents and decide how the public context is shared between
them to maintain accuracy. Besides, we also aim to provide
a high and stable throughput.

The core concept of balancing throughput and accuracy
is to establish deterministic frames and execute by frames.
Therefore, the asynchronous pipeline executor enables the
pipeline parallelism of both perception and generation and
organizes different stages of perception and generation into
a frame. We first determine the interaction logic of percep-
tion and generation on the public context, by providing a
public context buffer design. Then we employ a hierarchical
tuning process that can automatically determine the opti-
mal pipeline configuration for both high agent accuracy and
throughput.

4.3.1 Interact with the Public Context Buffer. We first
establish a public context buffer to store the public context
specific to each frame. Then the executor decides how the
public context is shared between perception and generation.
As shown in Figure 9(a), within each frame, the perception
module puts the current computed context into the buffer to
keep it always containing the latest environment informa-
tion. Meanwhile, for the generation, it is allowed to fetch and
compute on the public context of a past frame with an offset
fetch_offset. This design helps to increase the diversity
of parallelism between perception and generation and is ef-
fective for some auto-regressive models (§6.4). We apply the
double-buffering design to avoid the locking and unlocking
overhead on the public context buffer. Because the context’s
size is negligible compared with the total device memory,
the overhead of this double-buffering design is trivial.

When fetch_offset is 0, which means perception and
generation are operating on the same public context within
a frame, they have to be executed in sequence because of
the data dependency. This ensures that within a frame, the
generation receives the latest context information because
no actions are taken to change the environment within the
frame. When the fetch_offset is set to -1, the generation
within a frame fetches and computes on the public context
that is put by the perception module in the last frame. In
this scenario, the perception and generation can run in paral-
lel. A negative fetch_offset indicates that perception and
generation asynchronously access the public context buffer.
Different algorithms have different affinities to this offset
parameter. It is set to 0 for all diffusion-based policies and -1
for all auto-regressive policies.

4.3.2 Hierarchical Tuning for Pipeline Parallelism.
The complete configuration space for pipelining is large
because we have not only the number of pipeline stages
and the method to split the model to decide, but also need
to consider both perception and generation. We therefore
leverage a hierarchical tuning process to determine how
these two modules are pipelined. We first determine the
number of pipeline stages and then finetune the partitioning
method, considering both perception and generation.

Determine the number of pipeline stages. We first de-
termine the number of pipeline stages for perception and
generation because they drastically influence the throughput
as well as agent accuracy. Specifically, the pp_perceptionis
the pipeline degree of the perception module. Any input ob-
servation has to experience pp_perception frames to put re-
sults to the public context buffer. The pp_generation is the
pipeline degree of the generation module. The pp_generation
is identical to the number of frames that a complete gener-
ation phase would experience. Thus, within each frame, there
are pp_perception stages for perception and pp_generation
stages for generation from different requests, and these stages
are computed concurrently. All generation stages can access
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Figure 9. lllustration of the asynchronous pipeline execu-
tor. (a) Different patterns of accessing the public context
buffer. (b) A configuration of pipelines for perception and
generation. The complete compute process of the request
R1 is marked red. In the generation phase of R1, the four
generation stages compute on different public contexts (with
different depths of color) because they are in different frames.
The offset for generation to fetch the context buffer is -1 in
this illustration.

the public context buffer and take the latest public context
as input as shown in Figure 9(b).

AuRras performs a grid search for these two parameters
for pipelining to determine the optimal configuration that
meets the requirements of users. Define L as the number of
frames that a request needs to experience. Then the request
R1 shown in Figure 9(b) experiences L = pp_perception +
pp_generation = 6 frames to complete output. We establish
an upper bound for L in the grid search to prevent searching
on extremely poor configurations.

Fine-tune the partitioning of computations. The parti-
tioning of the perception and generation module in the grid
search follows the uniform distribution, where each com-
putation stage of the perception phase consists of identical
computation flops, and so does the generation phase. This
ensures that the concurrent computation within a frame can
be overlapped as much as possible, which maximizes the
throughput. Within the generation of each request, the iter-
ative steps are uniformly distributed to the multiple stages.
Suppose the number of iterations for generation of request
R1 in Figure 9(b) is 100, then every 25 iterations are com-
puted on the public context of frame t — 4,t —3,¢ — 2 and
t — 1 respectively. We find that by adjusting the mapping of
computation onto multiple stages, both the throughput and
accuracy of agents are impacted. It is feasible to sacrifice a
certain amount of throughput and obtain additional accuracy
gains.

After the pipeline degree of perception and generation
is determined, AuraAs applies fine-tuning on the mapping
of the computation to different pipeline stages. Specifically,

Table 1. Hardware and software specifications.

System Overview
CPU AMD EPYC 7763 64-core
GPU Nvidia RTX3090 & RTX4090
Runtimes CUDA 12.4
Libraries  PyTorch 2.2.1

the distribution is controlled by a skewness weight o, and
the amount of computation in the i-th stage is multiplied by
the weight e’ and then normalized with other stages. When
a > 0, more computations are executed by the later stages,
which endows the whole generation process to incorporate
more fresh context data. For example, when o = 0.5, 46
iterative steps are computed on the public context within
frame ¢ — 1, indicating leveraging more on the freshest data.

5 Implementation

We implement Auras with 4,000+ LoC of Python. It receives
the PyTorch models wrapped in torch.Module and auto-
matically slice models into multiple stages. For transformer
models that are not implemented in PyTorch, Auras converts
it into x-transformers [72]. On Nvidia GPUs, since the com-
pute pattern of perception and generation in embodied Al
is fixed, we capture kernel launches with CUDA graph [60]
and all computations on GPU within a frame are launched
as CUDA graphs. Each CUDA graph is bonded to a specific
CUDA stream[1] to support concurrency within the frames.

Optimizations. AURAS applies multiple optimizations for
the execution and resource management within frames.

1. Memory management: When the model size is too large
for the GPU’s device memory to hold, we apply the weight
offloading feature to reside some model parameters on the
CPU at runtime. AUraAs leverages HuggingFace’s acceler-
ate [21] library to automate the weight offloading procedure.

2. Batched execution: When multiple concurrent compute
graphs are identical within a frame, we batch the input to
allow the framework to use more efficient kernels for com-
putation.

3. Graph launch sequence: Since a CUDA graph may be
launched multiple times within a frame for the generation
phase, in order to overlap the launch overhead of CUDA
graphs on CPU, Auras alternately launch CUDA graphs
from different streams.

6 Evaluation

In this section, we evaluate AURAS in improving the through-
put of embodied Al systems while maintaining accuracy.

6.1 Experimental Setup

The system configuration is shown in Table 1. To evaluate
the effectiveness of AURAS, we use a suite of embodied Al
agents that employ either auto-regressive models or diffusion
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Figure 10. The accuracy and throughput of embodied robotic agents. Accuracy: The S1-S3 represents the average
success rate in three scenarios: Pick-Coke-Can, Move-Near and Open-Drawer for OpenVLA, and Sweep-wo-Exceeding,
Scene-Understanding and Visual-Manipulation for RT2*. For Diffusion Policy models, S1-S3 represents the result on
models that perform 40, 100, 160 diffusion steps on the Push-T task, respectively. Throughput: We anchor DP and DP-plus to
100 diffusion steps [15] and anchor DP-CNN and DP-CNN-plus to 40 diffusion steps for faster inference.

Table 2. Agent models in evaluation. (x represents that
the agent generates with the auto-regressive policy and o
represents the diffusion policy.)

Agent Perception Generation Open-sourced
DinoV2 [53] +
OpenVLA * [35] SigLIP [30] OpenVLA Yes
X . Adapted

RT2*  [86] ViT-large [14] LLama2 [3] in LLaRa [41]
DP o [15] ResNet18 [26] | Transformer-S Yes
DP-CNN o [15] ResNet18 UNet-S [61] Yes
DP-plus o [15] 4x ResNet18 | Transformer-L Yes
DP-CNN-plus o [15] | 4X ResNet18 UNet-L Yes
TinyVLA o [74] Pythia [9] Transformer No

models, as shown in Table 2. This table also shows the specific
perception and generation components for each model.
Agents and simulation environments. We directly
adopt the released parameters of the open-sourced mod-
els and run their trained tasks on their default simulation
platforms. Specifically, OpenVLA is composed of two vision
encoders (0.7B) and a 7B LLM backend and is tested on Sim-
pler [40] with three scenarios, including 756 tasks in total.
The original RT2 [86] is a 560B model and is not released.
We thus adopt RT2*, which is a released 7B model trained
in LLaRa [41] in RT2’s training style. It uses VIMA [32] and
has 840 tasks. DP and DP-CNN are tested on the Push-T
task, with 40MB and 505MB parameters separately. The plus
versions of Diffusion Policy are tested on more complicated
tasks in robomimic [46] that two robotic arms and four cam-
eras are adopted. The total model sizes are also expanded to
182MB and 527MB for DP-plus and DP-CNN-plus, separately.

Compare targets. We compare AURAS with three base-
line execution modes: sequential, decoupled, and parallel
execution modes. Sequential execution (SEQ) is the conven-
tional pattern in existing embodied Al systems, where all
incoming requests strictly follow the perception-generation
workflow in a fully serial manner. With decoupled execu-
tion (DEC), perception and generation are fully separated
into two different streams. During the generation phase, the
system automatically fetches the latest perception results.
Parallel execution (PAR) enhances system throughput by
employing multiple workers, with each worker assigned an
isolated thread and a CUDA stream. Each request is then
assigned to an idle worker in real time. The request interval
is aligned with the frame interval using AURAS, representing
the same input frequency.

6.2 Overall Performance

In this subsection, we evaluate the accuracy and through-
put of the agents with different execution modes.

Accuracy. Figure 10(a) shows the success rate of each
model under different execution modes. The sequential mode
naturally achieves high accuracy, as the perception step is
always up-to-date before generation, so does decoupled ex-
ecution mode. In contrast, the parallel mode suffers from
a notable drop in success rate, on average by 80.22%, be-
cause individual requests take longer to process, causing
each worker to rely on older (less fresh) perception results.
Additionally, we observe that the accuracy drop problem is
especially severe when the task is complicated. Compared
with DP and DP-CNN, although the models are scaled up,
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DP-plus and DP-CNN-plus still suffer a complete disability
(the accuracy drops to 0) in the parallel mode.

With Auras, we resolve the data staleness problem by
leveraging the public context design. This ensures that each
generation phase benefits from the most recent perception re-
sults. As a result, AURAS maintains a success rate that closely
matches that of sequential execution (102.7% on average
across 6 different models).

Throughput. Figure 10(b) presents the throughput of dif-
ferent models and execution modes when running on Nvidia
RTX 4090 and RTX 3090 GPUs, respectively. AURAS increases
the execution frequency by 2.29%, 3.01x and 1.49X compared
with SEQ, DEC and PAR on average. Compared with the orig-
inal 6Hz thinking frequency of OpenVLA, AURAS increases
the frequency to 17Hz.

Compared to the sequential mode, the throughput un-
der the decoupled execution mode decreases by 22.5% on
average. This is because separating perception and genera-
tion into different streams can lead to interference, reducing
throughput. Additionally, in this execution mode, the percep-
tion component runs continuously, but the generation step
does not consistently utilize its results. This leads to redun-
dant computations and wastage of computational resources,
further exacerbating the inefficiencies of this approach.

Deploying multiple workers in parallel yields an increase
in throughput of 1.06X-2.93X%, benefiting from the increased
parallelism. Diffusion-based models see the most pronounced
gains (up to 2.93x). However, the overall throughput im-
provement is bounded by potential bottlenecks in GPU ca-
pacity and resource contention. Notably, for the two auto-
regressive models, OpenVLA and RT2", the throughput gains
are marginal, only achieving 1.06xX-1.29%.

By disaggregating perception and generation, AURAS out-
performs the sequential approach across all tested mod-
els, boosting throughput by 1.32x-3.48% on RTX 4090 and
1.18%-3.08x on RTX 3090. The efficient pipelines adopted
in the asynchronous pipeline executor of AURAS contribute
to such throughput improvement. Besides, the public con-
text design enables auto-regressive models to share the gen-
eration across requests, further reducing the computation
burden and improving the throughput.

6.3 Effectiveness of Pipeline Parallelism

In this section, we conduct experiments to evaluate the ef-
fectiveness of pipeline parallelism in increasing the system
throughput, compared with unstructured parallelism using
multi-stream as shown in Figure 11.

We observe that although the throughput is increased with
the number of worker streams in the parallel mode, there is
still a gap compared with the pipeline parallelism achieved
by Auras’s asynchronous pipeline executor. For the two
auto-regressive models, OpenVLA and RT2*, the throughput
is only improved by a modest 1.11X in the parallel mode,
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Figure 11. Throughput of agents under various parallelisms.

while AuRrAs improves the throughput by 2.20x-3.29%. For
diffusion models, the throughput increases with the number
of worker streams because of the comparably small model
sizes. However, the gain diminishes as the parallelism degree
reaches 16. AURAs easily surpasses the maximum achiev-
able throughput by an additional 1.07x-1.19X. We conclude
that the benefits of pipeline parallelism over unstructured
parallelism using multi-stream come from three aspects.

Low interference between requests. By separating per-
ception and generation into well-organized stages, AURAS
reduces interference between parallel requests. The interfer-
ence can be evaluated by the job completion time (JCT) of
each request. When we impose the same input frequency
of observations to parallel workers as AURAS, requests are
queued and the JCT increases drastically. If we impose just-in-
fit input frequency, we observe that the JCT of each request is
also longer than the JCT in the sequential mode. For example,
the JCT of OpenVLA is 153ms in the sequential mode, while
in the parallel mode the JCT is 303ms when the number of
workers is 2, which means the parallel two requests on the
two workers are almost interwoven completely.

Low memory consumption. We observe that for the
two auto-regressive models, OpenVLA and RT2*, the maxi-
mum number of workers we can deploy simultaneously is
limited to 3 because of the limited VRAM on both the Nvidia
RTX 4090 and RTX 3090 GPUs (24GiB). Although there is
no need to replicate the model weights for multiple work-
ers, each worker has to maintain its own CUDA graph for
the agent model because the input and output buffers for
different workers can not be shared. In contrast, AURAS only
requires managing the CUDA graphs within a single frame
and reusing them in different frames, thereby reducing the
memory footprint.
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Figure 12. Throughput and accuracy tradeoff. The bench-
mark used in diffusion policy is Push-T and the benchmark
used in the auto-regressive model is Pick-Coke-Can.

Merged computation within frames. An additional op-
timization that helps AURAS to beat unstructured parallelism
is the merging of computation based on the public context.
It is applied in auto-regressive models. In transformer-based
generative models that employ causal masking, the compu-
tation for the hidden state of the i-th token is independent
of any tokens beyond i. This property allows a single large
prefill to replace multiple smaller ones, substantially cutting
down the number of repeated operations.

6.4 Effectiveness of Pipeline Tuning

The asynchronous pipeline executor aims to find a sweet
point between high throughput and accuracy. This subsec-
tion examines the effectiveness of the hierarchical tuning
process in achieving a satisfying pipeline configuration.

Tuning the number of pipeline stages. Figure 12 reveals
the segments of the grid search when exploring the optimal
number of pipeline stages. As shown in Figure 12(a) and (b),

we first adjust the pp_generation and fix the pp_perception =

1. We observe that for diffusion policy, the agent accuracy
decreases but the throughput increases with pp_generation.
When pp_generationisfixed to 1, increasing pp_perception
causes a severe accuracy drop for diffusion policy as shown
in Figure 12(c).

For auto-regressive models, the throughput is sensitive to
neither pp_generation nor pp_perception alone, but the
accuracy is affected by the summation L = pp_perception+
pp_generation. As shown in Figure 12(b) and (d), when L =
3, OpenVLA has a noticeable accuracy improvement. The
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Figure 13. Accuracy and throughput with different partition-
ing skewness weight for generation (pp_generation = 5)
on the Push-T task.

non-monotonic relationship between pipeline parameters
and accuracy holds for other auto-regressive models in our
experiment, necessitating the complete grid search to find
the optimal numbers of pipeline stages.

Fine-tuning the skewness of partition distribution.
Figure 13 shows the agent accuracy and throughput of diffu-
sion policy with different skewness when partitioning the
generation phase. When the distribution is uniform, the over-
all throughput is the highest. However, with the increase of
the skewness parameter a, we notice an increasing trend in
accuracy. This is because to generate a complete response,
64 of the 100 diffusion steps are generated according to the
latest public context when « = 1, while the partitioning us-
ing uniform distribution only endows 20/100 diffusion steps
computed on the latest data.

The effectiveness of fine-tuning the partitioning is non-
negligible. As shown in Figure 13(a), compared with the
uniform distribution partitioning that has a 11.84 FPS, a
proper distribution (¢ = 1) can also maintain a 10.25 FPS
throughput and improves the accuracy by 23.98%. As for the
auto-regressive models, if the computation of generation is
merged within each frame as introduced in §4.2, adjusting
the skewness of partitioning would not take effect.

6.5 Scaling the Model

To work in diverse and complicated scenarios, embodied Al
algorithms have to be adaptive to different inputs, outputs,
and model structures. The model provided by algorithm de-
velopers may vary drastically. For example, model structures
can vary in parameter sizes and iterative steps. In this subsec-
tion, we use experimental results to show the performance
of Auras scaling to different scenarios.

Various parameter sizes. We scale the parameters of two
representative models: the auto-regressive OpenVLA and
the diffusion-based DP-plus. We measure the throughput
speedup of AURAs relative to the sequential baseline, as
shown in Figure 14. We regard the original model size as
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Figure 14. Speedup of Auras compared with the sequential
execution with different model parameter size.

1, then apply scale factors of {-4, -2, 2, 4} to the perception
and generation modules for exponential scaling, respectively.
For instance, a scale factor of -2 for perception means its
parameter size is 27 times the original size.

Specifically, for OpenVLA, the speedup ranges from 1.53x
to 2.63x. For DP-plus, the speedup ranges from 1.93X to
3.93%. Notably, both models share a similar trend: The speedup
is proportional to the generation module’s size and inversely
proportional to the perception module’s size. This is because
that perception module is less likely to be pipelined because
it is typically finished in a one-step manner. However, the
generation module is executed iteratively naturally. Thus,
increasing the model size of the generation module increases
the possibility of pipelining.

Various iterative steps. The number of iterative steps,
determined by the algorithm, directly influences the agent’s
accuracy. For example, more output tokens for an autoregres-
sive model can be used to control more robotic arms, more
degrees of freedom, or be applied in action ensembling [82].
More iteration steps in diffusion indicate more fine-grained
generation and higher accuracy. We evaluate the through-
put speedup of AURAS with various iterative steps as shown
in Figure 15.

For auto-regressive models, the speedup of AURAS is pro-
portional to the length of output tokens. The core reason
is that the throughput of sequential execution is inversely
proportional to the number of iterative (decode) steps, while
AURAs maintains a stable throughput because all decodings
are integrated into one large prefill within a frame. The dura-
tion increase of a prefill with tens of token length growth is
negligible when the input length is large, which is the case
of large vision-language models. For instance, the length
of embedded tokens encoded by a ViT-large of a 336px
X 336px image is 576, which is 10x larger than the output
token length.

For diffusion models, we observe a minor speedup degra-
dation when the number of iterative steps is small for the
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Figure 15. Speedup of Auras with different numbers of
iteration steps in the generation phase.
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Figure 16. Throughput of Auras on TinyVLA with different
configurations.

DP model. This is because when generation shrinks, the per-
ception ratio expands, thereby reducing the opportunity for
efficient overlapping across iterative generations.

6.6 A Case Study in AURAS

The open-sourced models listed in Table 2 regard pre-trained
vision encoders (e.g., ResNets [26] and vision transform-
ers [20]) to output intermediate embeddings. We also see a
bunch of works integrating MLLMs to encode the images
and prompts as the perception module [47, 74]. The action
policies in these algorithms are also diffusion. The character-
istic of the LLM-as-encoder model is that the computation
within the perception module is comparably large.

We showcase the profiling result of TinyVLA [74] to ex-
hibit how Auras finds configurations that meet the through-
put requirement of users. As shown in Figure 16, with dif-
ferent offsets for the generation to fetch from the public
context buffer, the difference in throughput is not promi-
nent. Then AURAs applies the grid search to find configura-
tions that meet the throughput and accuracy requirement
of users. We assume a 2x higher throughput is required and
the fetch_offset is set to -1, then the boxed configurations
would be forwarded to the simulation platform to further
test the accuracy.

6.7 Startup Time

The overhead introduced by Auras is predominantly con-
fined to the startup phase of the system. For auto-regressive
models, AURAS initiates by performing a serial execution to
generate the initial public context. Specifically, the startup



time is 154ms for OpenVLA and 218ms for RT2*. For diffu-
sion models, the overhead is associated with the pipeline fill
time. which are 40 ms and 67 ms for the DP and DP-plus
models, respectively. The millisecond level of startup time is
negligible in operating a real-world task.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we addressed the limitations of traditional
sequential computation patterns in embodied Al systems,
particularly their inability to achieve the high "thinking"
frequency required for real-world applications. To overcome
these challenges, we introduced AURAsS, an algorithm-system
co-designed inference framework to optimize the inference
frequency of embodied Al systems. AURAS disaggregates the
perception and generation, and provides controlled pipeline
parallelism for them. Experimental results demonstrated
that Auras improves throughput by 2.54x on average while
achieving 102.7% of the original accuracy, demonstrating its
effectiveness and scalability.
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