Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.7

efmciency vs p

0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02

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

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

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

0.01F-+
oF [
o LW 5 I 3
¢ B T £ + + .
L b + :

o 1-—------ 2 'l:‘; T T L -E'-=P ---------
L IL113 #=
il 1

o
©
a

1

=
o
iN

10

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+duplicates rate vs p

Ratio

]

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

4F

-+
. I, q .
.................... ]
. ¥ .
. -43;1. 1 .

| lqr.‘i:. -

e

e

0.95

AERTTTT T
4 :

I‘%’ﬂﬁ« 8

0.9

=

o
N

-

= D'E;M_TesT_CRF_FlfDeTault
—_— “test_mkFitFit

test_mKkFitFit_retest

DOM
—— DQM
DOM

test_mKkFitNOFit_retest

Efficiency vs @

=0.05 :
© 045
-
20.04F
o :
$.035¢
[} .
0.03F
0.025E
0.025
0.015¢+
0.0
0.005E

0l 1
L9 3

Ratio

s
¥
i
+
‘.
.
T
.

Shal

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

b

[ fake+duplicates vs @]

fake+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.7§

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2




	Contents
	Page 1


