Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8p

ermciency vs p

0.7E
0.6F
LR B
0.4F '
TR U N

0.2

E * : :
0.0%------ R R % ---------- e
SO R wwre:: LI

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

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

Ratio
-
T |_|_|_|_|_._H E
—
*.
ts
Ao

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+auplicates rate vs p

l_ """""" ' """""" """"""
0.8

0.6

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

Ratio

tel
_newPLDNN
gg»??garDNN
ated-

TTbarDNN25

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.1
0 E:
>‘0.093-

S ok
) 0.085---
o -
£0.07 -
[} =

0.06
0.05f+
0.043
0.032?
o.ozf
0.0125

Al

EF bt H oY
SRR

L

FRVS)

Ratio

—0.05¢
2 E
;).0455—
S0.04F
(2] -
£9.035F
o E
5.0.03F
=]

g).ozs

0.0150

0.01F
0.005
ol

gOIOZ;&H:E:::E:::i::::::E::::?#-:#:jl-

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

Ratio

0.95FH--f- 4"t

0.9

.08+ -+ |k

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o0.02
@018k
3 .018:E
9.016F
(2]

%).01455

ST E , .
D 012B - LT 4118t
3 § : :
¥ 0.01 - T3

®.008ft
0.006F:
0.004F
o.oozfé

bl

FRVS)

Ratio

H. - -] .
0.95f-- L1 -F--H -

0.9t

©

1::... - ..q._...'.. Y R A B -0 Y O
0. -
H: -




	Contents
	Page 1


