Efficiency vs P,

+0.05
o

| fake+duplicates vs p_

T

E : o l:" """" e R = iy

D.04BE - R i SRR g [ i '
> E : o L
20,04+ e e | N 1 OOt FOUUUOONt SUUUROO SRR
o o -T -
D).035f oo e M.
) . s [T $e

(1)o7 TERTRFPTRI FPURITRICR SUSRRIE (L RRCRPTIRY S 0.6 e

N > o
0,025 -+--wsmviseesmrees b Lo 2 L
H [¢] -

0.02F ===+ ERREEEE R T RRRRL | EEEEEERRS B 04|t b
X0 KIS ERRRRRRS E PR (25 [0 | R SRR I

001 ;ﬂ- """""""" 02_ """"""""""""""""""""""""""
0.005F -+ #e gt P Tobo b -
O+ o O+ : : :
g I ; g f [ :
@ 4 AR STIVEE S o 1 “Tll: it

095:1 LI :2 3 0‘95:1 : 2 3

10 1 10 ‘?‘B P, (Ge\})o 10 1 10 trac% P, (Ge\})o
—=— DQM_IT__ornginalREDO
—e— DQM_TT__original_option0

=0.02

) »
2.018
() n
D.016F
‘0 o
$.014F
[J]
0.012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F

0.004
0.002

L 0OF

—— DQM_TT__original_optionl
—— DOM_TT__original_option2

Ratio
N

o
©
C

|
(¢ B B

S 51 LT o 1 -
0 1

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02
(2]
§.018
(8]
_@.016

[S] »
$9.014F
9]

.!.'.'..'.L..'.'..' SITITT

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

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

Lual | (L |

| ALLLS g I

I

0.95

[T

2 3
track n

-2 -1

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

fake+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0 s P
FRVS)
P P ST R0 S AP el PPy
1 LA o ol o




	Contents
	Page 1


