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Profile

P1 250 250 250 250
P2 1500 500 10 0
P3 300 150 10 0
P4 0 0 400 450
P5 400 500 600 0

Overlap min
min min min

Profiles




Data

Coverage | Coverage Similarity Entropy Overlap
P1 P2 0.75 0.75 0.64 25.43 50
P3 0.75 0.75 0.69 24.85 52
P4 05 05 0.71 48.33 50
P5 0.75 0.75 0.86 24.12 75
P2 P1 1 1 0.64 1.15 50
P3 1 1 0.99 0.04 90
P4 0.33 0.01 0 98.31 0
P5 1 1 0.62 0.97 52
P3 P1 1 1 0.69 0.95 52
P2 1 1 0.99 0.05 20
P4 0.33 0.02 0.02 96.47 2
P5 1 1 0.68 0.74 62
P4 P1 1 1 0.71 1 50
P2 05 0.42 0 55.36 0
P3 05 0.42 0.02 54.36 2
P5 05 0.42 0.45 52.38 40
P5 P1 1 1 0.86 0.43 75
P2 1 1 0.62 2.28 52
P3 1 1 0.68 1.35 62
P4 0.33 04 0.45 58.66 40
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Benchmark

Description

Inputs

175.vpr

186.crafty

252.eon

253.perlbmk

boxedsim

espresso
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