Efficiency vs P,

] S B S A—

T
9
foe

Y, SN TR ——

eficiency vs p
LB

0.5 ST b

9 S AN R

SR N A 11 B
0 2 B ﬁ* _________
9 SN 1
: T+++++++++ }H-H it

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

| fake+duplicates vs p_
~ 0.5

£0.45

p

©
»

|||||||||||||||||||||||||¥||‘||||||||||||||||||||||

0.35]

0.25

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

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

Take+dauplicates rate
o
w

o
[N

0.15
0.1
0.05

—=— DQM_TT__original
—e— DQM_TT__initOnlyFWDO_PU
—— DQM_TT__initOnlyFWDO_PU

0.8

0.7

E
B TP

efficiency vs n

EREVIIN L AANGIS T vty
0.5 ; + :
e AT §++
0.4F : :
o b

L, ST S R s S

L TS S S S S e

Ratio
-
o &
T
-
——
—
—_—
——
|
—
=
o o TSR, . . l... . . .
== [
-1
e
==
——
=T
e
[—r e—
———
g
I==m——"T

Efficiency vs ¢

9-0.8:

o
3

efficiency vs
o
N

o
o

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.1
g F
20.095
©0.08E
g g
£0.07F
L !
‘50.06F
2k : :
éo.os R adas ARl B SR AL F 5 oat!
80.04F

0.03F

0.02F

0.01F

of!
E

Ratio

ERRE A
°-9§‘;+++++}++'+'+ﬁ+++++'+§h+* Hiyt

0.8

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


