Efficiency vs P,

-0.05
o
2.

045

>
20.04
(]

D.

035

)
0.03

0.
0.02
0.

0.

Ratio

[
>

cy

c

ICle!

=

et

Ratio

025

015

0.01

005

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

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

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

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

1.0

[y

- .
SETETY| BT | ]
i - J#Jg.&ill:f:r---i:»-n—:rm-m:-:? -------------
TR | |
T : |T l 1
+ . ]

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,

o e T e T ——
2 i .
> - . . .
) - : : E
R R T
g B = H H H
S L I R B R
5 0.6 P A
2 F o+ 5 ’ 3
Q o H H £ H
4 - . . .
R ﬁ S R
0.2/ rmrmrmree i B oor 1#% --------- e
- ety y 17 :
o saBf g A I
s L | E T
S S EAARY A L G 1 SO
B ITTl"l' +*|--1.1]
0.95C ' }

—1 ] : 2 3
10 1 10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

MKFT_TToriginal

—a— DOUM_]

— e DOM_mkFit_TTNEWHS
—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWHS-dpdq
— — DOM_mkFit_TTNEWHS-chi2

0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

Vs

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

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

Efficiency vs ¢

o-0.05

9 :
Q.045 ;
[5) .

i
D e

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

R s |

S

AP | SO Y PO S o
® X és¢¢¢¢¢ @ :

oAt ngh

Wil
| )

0.95L

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

S

take+duplicates rate

0.5g

©
»

0.2F

=




	Contents
	Page 1


