Efficiency vs P,

- 0.2r T T

2 F : : :

L 0.A8F---reerie e e o | ERRREEEE

> E : : :

S 0.16f--------meieeeeeeee AR i o i R

9] F : : ]

o o . . .

EO.L4prrmrrrmrirreereees A o0

o E : :
0.12F------mreriemeeeenees R N A peeee
F SOSRES RS - (11—
0.08F -+ P oo % --------
0.06f---------imeeeneiens ------- --------

0.04F R A . -

0.02F oo vhe gy %, ST 5 S
B 44%!
) | Y .! Linn

Ratio

107 1 10 - prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,

— = EEEE [ ETEEPEEEE s

T ERSR — — —

e o1 s e e

Take+auplicaies rate vs p
T

1771 SRS 0 R e SR

7] SRS 8 A S A

fa) | 1 i L L
o LW T E:
I
| R R g . e E e D L LR
[ kS
N + =

0.95 : : :
—1 2 3
10 1 10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

—=— DQM_mKFIt_T1original
—e— DQM_mkFit_TT_pL
—— DQM_mKFit_TT_pLW
—— DOM_mkFit_ TT pLW_1H

=0.05
[
§.045
2
$0.04
[S]
$.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005
Vel

Ratio
N

|
(¢S I B AL

o
©
C

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02

0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
Vel

n

take+duplicates rate vs

Ratio
N

W[ T
N
o
’
N
w

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o 0.5
%) .
> 0.45F

o
© w ©
w_ g

0.25F

take+duplicates rate

©
N

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


