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



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



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




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



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



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




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



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




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




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



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



SDK ROC: VendorL/QualityNIST DHS10 - Right Thumb P2R
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Figure 12. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor L - Dataset DHS10 - Right Thumb



SDK ROC: VendorL/QualityNIST TXDPS - Left Index P2R
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Figure 13. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor L - Dataset TXDPS - Left Index




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




SDK ROC: VendorL/QualityNIST TXDPS - Left Thumb P2R
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Figure 15. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor L - Dataset TXDPS - Left Thumb




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




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




SDK ROC: VendorL/QualityNIST DOS-C - Right Index P2P

1 ———— ey e R
IR e e *
P =
0.95 X
'}K ,:':
*x A2 d
0.9 xX
,'*"
" )
< 085 X
',X‘
x a
0.8 | x
’*I’
‘ P=sal
0.75 | I3 (2214x2223) 1 —+—
(785x5516) 3 ---x---
g (79x5593) 4 -
07 P E"‘;'...I M|
0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1

Vendor L- DOS C- Right Index

threshold 1800 (far,tar) (0.0123504,0.959667)

Quality 1(excellent) [2(veryGood) [3(good) 4(fair) 5(poor)
FAR 0.0134724 0.01328 0.00946196 0.00976284 0.0108311
TAR 0.997039 0.983217 0.918733 0.757143 0.513889

(FAR, TAR)at fixed threshold - Vendor L - DOS-C - Right Index

1.0¢

@Eﬂ

0.95

3

0.9¢

0.89

0.8¢

<
0.75

0.7¢

0.65

0.6Q

0.55

S|

0.50

0.00950.01000.01050.01100.01150.01200.01250.01300.0135

FAR

Figure 18. The effect of quality on ROC - Vendor L - Dataset DOS-C - Right Index




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




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





