Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8

0.7

0.6

ermciency vs p

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

r -
L =
OJ-‘-G- L ) | L | s L
= -
] L
14 [
| SRR R

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

l_

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

ey
TTTT T T

= :
T
+ + <
H &

. ..‘i’."l oy L Y| TR
o .

P e B b R
B B

-1 2 3
10 ! 10 yat¥p, Gevf

—=— DQM_mKFIt_T1original
—e— DQM_mkFit_TT_pL
—— DQM_mKFit_TT_pLW
—— DOM_mKkFit TT

pLW_IMP

[y

0.95

Efficiency vs ¢

W[TTTTT T

| LT
N

|

=

o

s 0.1

0o E i
O r¥ """ :
2 : : :
©0.08F % """" N

foo g

0.06

0.01F

..........

gt
i:“““ﬁ
o

1.0 H

Ratio

||'-||||

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1~

2.

0.95

iy

-2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

0.05

2
D045
©0.04
(2]
$.035
(5]
50.03
3
D.025
X
©0.02

e RN RN LN LAY LRREE LR

7

I

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

[T TN . T N R -

T TR T T T T R

|'_.|




	Contents
	Page 1


