Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.7
o

£20.09
>
20.08
@
(&)
20.07
[J]
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Ratio

0.95f

0.9H

1. 0f

i

O O

fake+duplicates vs P,

o I T PR -
o i :
> L
) i : : :
© : : :
© 0.8 e
0 3 : : :
i) L : : :
T : : :
o : : :
= 0.6%----------5 ------------ Foseess e
> . . .
o + gt : + |
5 T e : :
X r* = : : :
s 04 har T AR o I R R
L - g :
. -
r - #% - N
- _.:3 E -»
0.2_""""":'6% ""%'." N L D
o Lo .#......I L ...! L .....! L inn
8 E
IS E : : i
m l.l_"'_‘;"}""": """ St..l.. 0 b Y P
1 %H I N 1 S
0o Al Tk

—=— DQM_IT__ornignal

—«— DQM_TT__Optg09_PU2
—— DQM_TT__1ptg09_PU2
—— DOM_TT__2ptg09_PU2

=0.05
[2]
§.045
2
§0.04
Q
$9.035
3]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005
Vel

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

=3

Ratio
o

o
©
a

s

E

e
e
<

T
N
(@]
-
N
w

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02
(2]
§.018

8] I
9.016F:
© r
.014F
(] 3
0.012f

0.01F

0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

Ratio

1.0 B

||H||||

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
0.8

fake+duplicates rate vs @

0.3F
0.2F

0.1

[]

LA

Ratio

1.1~




	Contents
	Page 1


