SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST VISIT_POE - Left Index P2P
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Figure 1. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset VISIT_POE - Left Index




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST VISIT_POE - Right Index P2P
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Figure 2. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset VISIT_POE - Right Index



SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST VISIT_POE_BVA - Left Index P2P
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Figure 3. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset VISIT_POE_BVA - Left Index



SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST VISIT_POE_BVA - Right Index P2P
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Figure 4. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset VISIT_POE_BVA - Right Index




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST BENEFITS - Left Index P2R
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Figure 5. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset BEN - Left Index




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST BENEFITS - Right Index P2R
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Figure 6. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset BEN - Right Index




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST BENEFITS - Left Thumb P2R
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Figure 7. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset BEN - Left Thumb



SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST BENEFITS - Right Thumb P2R
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Figure 8. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset BEN - Right Thumb




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST DHS10 - Left Index P2R
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Figure 9. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset DHS10- Left Index




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST DHS10 - Right Index P2R
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Figure 10. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset DHS10 - Right Index



SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST DHS10 - Left Thumb P2R
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Figure 11. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset DHS10- Left Thumb




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST DHS10 -

Right Thumb P2R
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Figure 12. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset DHS10 - Right Thumb




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST TXDPS -

Left Index P2R

%*)K;K*%DBKDBK --Da'ﬁ-'- ¥ D--'x' "D o
.
0.95 _
09 _
E( 0.85 E
'_
0.8 _
0.75 | (1616x1547) 1 —+—
(1904x4929) 3 ---*---
(277X5567) 4 -
0.7 C ol . .
0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1 1
FAR
Vendor H- TXDPS Left Index
threshold 40 (far,tar) (0.00128324,0.984833)
Quality 1(excellent) [2(veryGood) [3(good) 4(fair) 5(poor)
FAR 0.000923103 |0.000868368 0.00133737 0.00186467 0.00234394
TAR 0.997409 0.998805 0.992361 0.986842 0.830189
(FAR, TAR)at fixed threshold - Vendor H - TXDPS - Left Index
1.001Z1
w Cl
0.95
x
<
|_
0.9Q
0.8§
S
0.0010 0.0015 0.0020
FAR

Figure 13. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset TXDPS - Left Index




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST TXDPS - Right Index P2R
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Figure 14. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset TXDPS - Right Index




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST TXDPS - Left Thumb P2R
1 ¥ g oL LRy B Ny Sy | T T T L L L |
S L % .- %
xxxxx%fxaé 77777 7777777 o * 77777 IR 0
A
rrrrrr o
0.95 - i
09 i
< 085 -
08 i
0.75 |+ (2768x3623) 1 —+— -
(1295x5222) 3 ------
(270x5644) 4 -5
0.7 e Ll s b A
0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1 1
FAR
Vendor H- TXDPS Left Thumb
threshold 30 (far,tar) (0.00138854,0.990167)
Quality 1(excellent) [2(veryGood) [3(good) 4(fair) 5(poor)
FAR 0.000673031 [0.000575483 |0.00170272 0.00396085 0.00773658
TAR 0.99586 0.996881 0.989733 0.981481 0.823529

(FAR,TAR)at fixed threshold - Vendor H - TXDPS - Left Thumb

1.0072] s
[4]
0.95
o
<L
F0.90
0.85
s
0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008
FAR

Figure 15. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset TXDPS - Left Thumb



SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST TXDPS - Right Thumb P2R
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Figure 16. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset TXDPS - Right Thumb



SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST DOS-C - Left Index P2P
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Figure 17. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset DOS-C - Left Index




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST DOS-C - Right Index P2P
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Figure 18. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset DOS-C - Right Index



SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST DHS2-C - Left Index P2P
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Figure 19. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset DHS2-C - Left Index




SDK ROC: VendorH/QualityNIST DHS2-C - Right Index P2P
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Figure 20. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor H - Dataset DHS2-C - Right Index






