Efficiency vs P,

— 1.2

ermciency vs p

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

fake+duplicates vs P,

T T Ll
. . o
. . )
. B >
R RRREEET ------------ ----- - “é
: : .
. . 9
----------------------- %
: : 3]
: : =3
. . 3
SO0 WO T T
. . +
. H ]
: +d .
O .
T
Dt :
I S JE RN U DO
-
=% H
-.-..:..

n 1 11 II I O n
: 3
r 2

14 --

0.95L

l_.

T R S— R S—
T IR SR— R— S—

97 SRRSO NSRS SRR SO

= 0.2

lg r
Z0.18
0.16F
0.14F
0.12F
0.1F
0.08F

[9)
c
o

S
=
)

Ratio

0.06)

0.04F

0.02

J_.\‘C-llll

: : E 0.95L
_ 3 _
107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o 107

1

2 3
10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitbasel_ RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitbase2_ RECO

................................................

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

l_}ﬁ-'*"'-w-*r ooy
YR S
s T SN S S

R R A S S

.7 AN 0 £ O S O O VO O

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

................................................

take+duplicates rate vs @

........................................

o
o
o

S s s

Ratio

TP @

vvvvv




	Contents
	Page 1


