Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.1

o

0.05F ,
0.04F - et |
0.03F -+ Fy i L St -
0.02F -+ reseivroneneeens SRR & i
0.01F +++eereeeenrenenes R §~

RO OSSN N —
> E : :
2 0.08F---rerrmirrrnae Poeees
9] E :
&) - . .
EOO7:_' """""" "
) E : :

O e FRREER & T

Ratio

I R ST SR Booqeeooeee E

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

= 0.2¢ :
20.18F |-
g F :
50.16_—- . : . :
o o . . . . N
R S it U LS S
o E : }: : : + :
R A RS S S O
O e e
0.08F ++-rrirrdive ¥ TR S
E i ...... b i"""ii ..... S
006: : # + ot

o ©
o ©
|\) J>

T

|fake+

duplicates vs P,

-

o | LT -

'S

0.8

0.6

Take+auplicates rate

0.4
0.2

J.G: L1 111

Ratio

0.9F

—=— DQMstep3_TT_CKF
—— DQMstep3_TT_CKF-tok

Ratio

[

n
o
T

o N
—o——'
i

.-
H
-o-:

—"-’_1'

———

‘5:::::_:::::::__::*_:;444;;@4&3&_._{__'H:z:

-3 -2 2 3

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.1 T T T T T T
g B i
L
2 E: : : : : : :
R

o
£0.07
5}

002

0013 --------------------------------------- =~~~€

o + -------- + -------

0055 ------- 3~~~~~~~~~~-w~~~-~~~J
0.04F

oosih_++

+

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

©c @ 9o o o
N U o N @

take+duplicates rate vs n

©
w

|||||||||||||||||||||||||||

Ratio
[
N

[ fake+

duplicates vs o]

s 0.5
2
90.45
S 04
2
£0.35
o
S 0.3
=}

I=] E:
T 0.25[
X g
S 0.28

0.15
0.1
0.05]

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

Ratio

0.

0.8

L O
R

©
TT




	Contents
	Page 1


