Efficiency vs P,

T
9
foe

o o :
I: :
S R St o
c E :
O T PO STSTRRRIS 2 R
o u : :
% 0.5F -4 "‘0'+-H-,+++ ...... Y DU
E - +.|.++5
0.4F - T e
O NSRS SO ST s
0.2 +-eegreberreeeee e R
T R
r\: L "inmi 1 |||||||i 1 | EEEETIT
o +BF : :
IS r : :
R AT ll15|1|llll|||i“ 2510000 .
: ITIT:TTTIITT|||E||||
095:1 : : :2 .
O
—=— DOM_TT_CKF_ORIG
—e— DQM_TT__CKFandPLess_ORIG
—+— DQM_TT__CKFandPLess_MODIF
oy
g
&
c
2
Q
©
01:_ ..................
Fe : : : : : J
o - ofprbs b
T r ;
g H il
all i
53 '

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

1

0.8H st
OB e
+
0.4kt
r - :
L -
0.2+ e RIS s
3 L. :
[ - +
N P By, S S, o IR
B N . E 3 1
[ l : 5:-0 ----é-p +{4T. B
J.: ,,_q.-‘ll'll . Fll : pY
0.95L :

107 1

o
©
C

Efficiency vs ¢

S

efficiency vs

0.8

iy
T

fake+duplical

o
N
[T T

Ratio

0.35

©
w

0.25

0.15
0.1
0.05
Vel

(AR
——

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

T I I I I I
C g | g E
o 1 b 4 s
AT E T | PRI Lkt (FT313-

0.95

T
|
N

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

S
0
>

fake+duplicates rate

©
N

0.5k

o
© w ©
w_ g

0.25F

0.45F

iy
T T T




	Contents
	Page 1


