Efficiency vs P,

+0.05p T T
o E : : :
L e o
> E H H H
©0.04F - wreeriveneneens B RPN
] E N N .
D035+ e R
3] E : : :

0.03F - oareivresresenees S e
0.025 -+ saatoi-ooenenes e e

0.02F -+ FHoe SRS e
0.015f++eesesiseeenenes Feeeeeens e

01051 SERRPERE SERRR P e

0.00BF- -+ resrieeseneninns b e

G: IIIII. 1 IIIIIII. 1 IIIIIII. 11 111111
R o el A preneeneaes R

Ratio

124 S PRI R RRREE e
T !
0.8F{fFaeTetermeeeeens R SRR
107 1 10

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

. SR S P e ]
T ESSRRS NA— — S—

T e e

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

0o

o
T T

ra

Ratio
N

1.

a1

35— —
s

107 1 10

:D'Qmm_lowrt

—e— DOQM_XiMinus_newbranch_lowpt

—— DQM_XiMinus_original_lowpt_pLess
—— DOM_XiMinus_newbranch_lowpt_pLess

=0.05¢
o F E : : : :

e N S S S
50.04F
Q o
#.035f
o =
0.03f
0.025F
0.02E
0.015E
0.01-
0.005F -
-0F

1LiLEal

e

Ratio

1
B s

E LT v e
0. 8F[{- T e apl O Thgagl - 3
T | ||

0.6
1

Efficiency vs ¢

20.05¢
o F
§.045 ;
Q .

Ratio

-3 -2

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o0.05

R i

-3 -2 -1 0




	Contents
	Page 1


