Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.5

o 2
2 0a
NS

IENCY VS P

20.35

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

= 1_.....?’. ............ o
0.8----1--

.60t

0.4+

Take+auplicaies rate vs p
T

0.2f 1

o] ] ]

Ratio

H
T
4
ye
T
n
e
T
L]

H
4
L

-1 2 3
10 ! 10 yat¥p, Gevf

—=— DQM_mKkFit_TToriginal
—e— DQM_mkFit_TT_pL
—— DQM_mkFit_TT_pLW

0.95

[y

Q[rrrrrrroT
5
o
-
N
w

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02
.018

||'-||||

TP @

[= T T T T TP PP - =
(2] -
>
= [
§ L
= 0.8 S S R
Q B "
g T .
s I :
S 0.6 TR RN I R
o B i
+ L A
[0} .
X - B
S 04 1191108 B 51081114
0.2l g L
o +ofpd
© r i
hd N H
It b ddddid ddd - 4 bidee o
0983 =5 1 0 1 2 3

track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
0.8

0.7E

0.6F

take+duplicates rate vs @

0.5f ]
.40 H
0.3F
0.25}
o s
~F ] i i i
9o +w g h
I ; ;
x :
1l 1+ -4
098371 0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


