Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8

ermciency vs p

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

» -
[0S | e R RCEEEEEEEEE EEE EREEEED
0.2F et
| @
o -
0_1:_ ........ R + b PR
:ﬂ “"w‘”"”mw+ ¢+
) il : L1 | 1 L1 |
I : ; T
TG l :
1k +ﬁ Tl EiRdRRg D I .
. - -+
0.95 i

= 0.2
2
20.18
2
§0.16

(8] L
£0.14F : :
AT L e i
0.08 + ' : '

0.06F
0.04
0.02F
~OFR

Ratio

fake+duplicates vs P,

= | R ' """"""

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

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

Take+auplicates rate vs p
T

©
D
T

o

[N
i

§

Ratio
[N -
HR [=)
!
4

=y b ¢
.E....n- T
_{.‘—'E

“n

A,

e

i

MKFE_TTorngmar

—a— DOUM_]

—«— DOM_mKFit_TTNEW
—— DQM_mKFit_TTNEW50
—— DOM_mKFit_ TTNEW100

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

4 -l ] HRad s g : 4] 4 G-

n
C N S
A O

0.35

©
w

0.25

take+duplicates rate vs

o
[N

0.15
0.1k
0.05

Ratio

o <

il

|
i

i

i

I l‘. +
il

i

{

i
Ij
092 T 0 1

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

2 3
track n

s 0.2

7 R S SR SO
I O
X [

©

o

N
TT]

Ratio
o

-3 -2 -1

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


