Efficiency vs P, fake+duplicates vs P,

D_)_ 0.1 : : : — | R e L EETEET TR Eu -----------
2 0.09 L :

>
20.08
(]

0.8 --eeeeieeeeeeeees SRR B e
5 : : :
2 0.07

: N A N
0.06 06} ............ S e
005 L S N

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

N
¥ : : B - y .
"""" L7 S [ . ,LJ.% {I
--------- O v 02—""@+++T|+ 1 -

i3

Ratio
o
[{e]
1 =)
iy
n Ly
- &

1. 0f

Ratio

HES

_ 3 — 3
10 1 10 3, celf 10" 1 0 % el

—=— DQM_MmKFIt_T1origmnar
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTNEW50
—— DOQM_mkFit_TTNEW50-chi2
—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEW50-dpdg

s s e e

R R s e

3| SR SOE 0 SRR SRR PSS S

0.4 ?'56""%‘%“";'%%5 SR IR l

=
»
>
2
©
8
0
a’ -
2 o
o -
8 o
=
=
=
+
Q
X
©
g

ooy g

o
o
w
(RAARNRARRY RRRLN RRRRN LRRRN LRRRE RRLRYRERY
N

o
o
o
a
TITTTTT1
—
———
=
-~
5
——
o=
L =
I ==
| —a—
[ =——
——
I
B .
QRS =
|t .
oty -
oo
==

Ratio

Efficiency vs @ [ fake+duplicates vs o]

o0.05F o 05
o B Lo ioioihb g
DOASE e ) 045

©
N

T T T [T I T[T T [T T T I T [ ITRF[TTTT]ITTT

0.35

0.25F---

take+duplicates rate
o
W

©
N

0.15
0.1
0.05]

o R TR o+ EE =
@ il : @ b : :
14 : 14 § : ]
1 : 1 ¥ ;
R R = ) 1 2 3 098Z3™ =510 T2 3

TP @ track @



	Contents
	Page 1


