
1. Limited Coverage: Physical patrols have limitations in terms of covering vast or remote areas effectively, resulting in blind 
spots which are vulnerable to unauthorized access.
2. Predictable Schedule: Traditional patrols often follow a fixed schedule, allowing potential intruders to time their actions/entry 
accordingly.
3. Human Error: Physical patrols are subjected to human errors, such as overlooking certain areas or leaving vulnerabilities un-
addressed.
4. Resources Required: A dedicated security team is costly to upkeep, especially for small or medium-sized business or prop-
erties. By digitalizing prowling activities, manpower can be repurposed for cognitive activities.
5. Fatigue and Alertness: Security officers may experience fatigue during long shifts, leading to decreased alertness and them 
being less vigilant against threats.
6. Lack of Real-Time Information: Conventional patrols may not provide real-time data on incidents or potential threats, 
making it challenging for incident response and management.

Conventional patrolling for ensuring premises clearance, especially in large areas, can indeed be 
inefficient and prone to several challenges.
 
Some of the common inefficiencies include:

.Non GPU based Video Analytics Engine

.Plug and Play with existing CCTV Camera System.

Conventional Way - “Futile Patrolling”

Empowers security managers with real-time human count and location statistics, ensuring secure building 
clearance after closing time.
Integrates with mobile phones to provide instant alerts on human presence, detected locations for swift action.
Streamlines security operations by eliminating the need for labor-intensive physical checks.
Enhances building occupancy monitoring through consolidated real-time information on a single screen.



Security Officer scanning through all screens to check.
Conventional way of checking is, “Screen by Screen.”
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