Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8

0.7

0.6

ermciency vs p

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

10

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

| R SRR FECEREPEREEPD SRR -

0.95

10

—=— DQM_mKkFit_TToriginal
—e— DQM_mkFit_TT_pL
—— DQM_mkFit_TT_pLW

0084 TERSSSPES RSSO YR T
0,06;— ++++++}+
0.04F 4o Ul T
F : LY
0'02:_4.} """ o P ey
o T R
g F

o
©
Ll

co""
N
iN
o
N
w

TP N

Efficiency vs ¢

s 0.1
4
20.09
2
) 0.08]
(S}
£0.07
(]
0.06]
0.05
0.04
0.03]
0.02
0.01

TATTIITII T

4_._.._.._;‘:,._.._.._._.

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

1.0

Ratio

||'-|||

n

take+duplicates rate vs

Ratio

0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25]

0.2F

K
0.15

0.1

0.05
Vel

0.95

||1umiumumiumumiu11111milmmmiuuu|
||I””IE””I“”IE””|””|E”“||““5””“”“5|””||

-1 0 1 2 3
track n

3 -2

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

S
(%]
>

take+duplicates rate

0.5
0.45

o
© w ©
w_ g

0.25

©
N

=
T T T
—
—
—_
—
—
—
—
—
—_
—
—
P o
—_
—
—
— X
R (R
=
—_
—_
—
—_
-
—_
—_
—_
—
—_
—
—_
—_
—_
—_
——
=




	Contents
	Page 1


