Efficiency vs P,

10.05
o
9.045
>
20.04
@
2.035

3]
0.03

0.025 :
0.02 :
0.015f----------
z ® H

0.01F -+ ot
0.005E #-----%3

10F

Ratio

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

0.8

0.6

R AP

l_ """""" ""

L
g

=0.01
[2]
.009
Q
$.008
‘©
#.007
(3]
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003

0.002 :
0.001 g
o .0F AN LA T A T
& 1 A [ :
1 : f T
E : iy
-1 0 1

Efficiency vs ¢

TP n

s-0.01g
@ :
§.009 ;
[&] .

fake+duplicates rate vs

3 . o 5 .
H 1 : = £ U
| I B 1 U R o R :
B THAT : =] - T Hb oo s e e e
iR, res 1AL 1 SO ) S TP A
- ] 3 2 3
10" 1 10 ? 10
‘?‘B p (Ge\} tracﬂ p (Ge\}
T T
—a— LU it Ul IIIdI SLE] ((oar-] Ildbb'J. TTEWJTEOTIT
—e— D M_m it_sTe, ase new €
—— DQMT n Ie ste 2‘tt a§ asel-n eom
—— DOM sel- new ﬂ
—— DOQMT] p| nerlc step2 ttbar phasel-newgeom
= 0.8 T T
""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" O It SISITEL IR P
0.6F------ L I . P P

Ratio

s 0.5
n .
>0.45F

fake+duplicates rate

©
o kB 2
= 00N

0.05E

o
© w ©
w_ g b

0.25F

Ratio
-
&

iy




	Contents
	Page 1


