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Test Sequencas

BD-rate Y (%)

Time Saving (%)

Kimono 0.22% 12%
ParkScene 0.17% 11%
Clasz B Cactus 0.35% 20%
BasketballDrive 0.30% 9%
BQTerrace 0.28% 2%

o BasketballDrill 0.60% 13%
B@Mall 0.38% 32%
Class C PartyScene 0.29% 8%
RaceHorsesC 0.36% 43%

o BasketballPass 0.49% 15%
BQSquare 0.47% 172%
tlass. D BlowingBubbles 0.46% 17%
RaceHorses 0.45% 15%

Average T 0.38% 17%
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