Efficiency vs P, fake+duplicates vs P,

~ 02 -
: ; ; ; i R

VRT: EETRERE R Rt R [ T L e :

T o N SRR

R R R R

7 ERSSRRL X SO S—

efmciency vs p

T, SIS N A— A — I R T S

T
Take+duplicates rate vs
T

O IRRIREITE SISPRRRS g I
) SRR SR SRR 1 A OV OSSR S
F ; ; 34 - : : :
0.06f+-+---srieeeeeeeeeee B Pt I
o . . + L+ B ' ' '
0.04_—""';‘:‘,‘: """""" reneeees B 16 0.2f-rrrererierreee preneneeeeed SARRRREL R
E % # : 3 : : :
R b A TTYEL 1| R F . .
o wpbpped el o Ll o aepd v
I RS a0 5 | s s s
x o | f o L srrsitada ity 9 |
C hdkd "0 J._ :'TTTTTTYT'?:TTTTTTTTTT:T |
0.95F- *;1-..“ TR C : : :
0.9t .

=
o
N

2 3 —1 2 3
1 10 ‘?‘B P, (Ge\}P 10 1 10 tralcQ P, (Ge\}?

—=— DQM_CKFFit_1000evt
—e— DQM_CKFREFit_1000evt
—— DQM_NOTESTCKF_1000evt

= 01 : 5 5 5 5 Ty - PR REREEEREPEEEE PR EEREERFERETERE
20.09
20.08
o
50.07
5
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

""""""""""""""""""""""""" O RCIt SIREL P

X S o s s e S

----- ﬁ e Sy S S S

" . . H + . . . . .
""" e # +H++ R + O
"f"ﬁ'ﬂfgﬁ"'itjﬂﬂﬁi*i"g ________ [ : : : ;

fake+duplicates rate vs n

o) SYAETIFIN IFIFIFIFS AFEIFIN AU B VP B j2| IFEFEPETE ENSTAETS AVEETIES ENATAETE ATEEATIE A
N N N ERES T T T T T

Ratio

0.9 --

Ratio
||||||||’T|I|III

0.85

0.95!

[oc]

w

l
N

|
AN
N
N
w

Efficiency vs @ [ fake+duplicates vs @]

i EEEREES ERRRERRN T PREEEREE T

o
©
1

o
o)
I

fake+duplicates rate vs @

©
N
f

o
N

&

Ratio

s
%
[

0.955

track @




	Contents
	Page 1


