Efficiency vs P,

~0.0%
o
£9.009
>
9.008
9]
.007
0]
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

S5 T U R T

1.0

107 1 10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

A

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

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

Ratio

—— BOVEREE LTI N WSy specBresstion
—— DQM™m FIt:TT*NEW e;au t—specPLess3-
—— DOM”mKFIt_TT_"NEWdetault_specPLess4-|

=0.02

take+duplicates rate vs n

o F ? ? ?
§018:_ """ :""""'E""""""""': """"""""
(8] C . . .
L et | AU LR S
S F : : : :
).0L4[ ook T
o : : : :
O RS TS| ARSI IR SRS

0 s
0.008F------5-wemeedoqf e bl g f
ON0To/5 SRR SRBRL Y o B0 | 3 RECOPIRE SRR
0.004F -+ thp---weeipa bk f P b e
0.002F + N3 LR A H *» + -----
5 F |llE N
hd [ :

I -9
09835 1 0 1 2 3

TP N

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.0
@ ook
0.009F
[5) .
$.008F:
o Y
9.007F
@ 3
0.006:
0.005F;
0.004F;
0.003E| - {-
0.002f4 T ]
0.001 - T4 -+ obs

J..hru‘.lll

Ratio

TP @

) I T
1.05 (e

Ratio

L &
L---

0.95

iy
TITT[ T TTTT TTTT

0.9

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

track n

0.8

take+duplicates rate vs @

0.1

10t

1058

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


