Efficiency vs P,

- 0.2 T T
2 : : :
CJIVRE:] ERPRIRRE RS B :
> E : :

S 0.16f--------meieeeeeeee R 1
9] F : : :
014 -eeeererivrenenenne SR o R
(T SRR feeeneennd) 1
I R N S—E
0.08E ; ;
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F
1Q

e

Ratio

1.1

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

I .
TR

PEEPTTTY - ..rl. M L
| P E AR
C A 1y
E oL 4T
F . 1+ G
- 1| |4

—=— DQM_mKFIt_T1original

—e— DOQM_mkFit_TT_JanUpdate-noErr
—— DQM_mKFit_TT JanUpdate-statErr
—— DOM_mkFit_TT JanUpdate-systErr

Efficiency vs ¢

o0.02
.018F--
016F}

etjcIgnCyys

Ratio

.014F
0.012F}
001¥
aoosi
0.006:
0.004F
0.002E:
ol

o
©

0.01

: : B

LG:' 1 | MR | M | 11y | M | M

L \ T | il
E ] i i M
-l i 1T :

095 | i | lk

= -2 -1 0 1 2 3

% ::
L

n

0

0

0

take+duplicates rate vs

0

0

Ratio

0.5
.45
0.4
.35
0.3
.25
0.2
.15
0.1
.05

10

[y

0.9

.......... - 114

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

S
»
>0

0

take+duplicates rate

Ratio

o
© w ©
w_ g

051
45

©
N

25k




	Contents
	Page 1


