Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8

o
2
Z [0 R R LR EEEEEE ERE] EEEEEED
9
c
O O ) R L EEEEEEEEEEEE-EEE] EEEEEE
3]
E
N 0 1 e e ¥ S
04 a-cerioe e
03 '_{;_"; """"""""""""""""""""""
O e -----------
0.1-------- -n--: ------------ l ----------- :{- --------
= “““‘*%M‘,.,,ﬂ <>-¢+t+
JERY PTTHY E VPN My "
= ; ;
@

-
Y

} w“%ﬁ%

0.95

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,

- 0.8

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

o] Sl

18
i

iy

0.95L

‘! + B .
HEEAE S b :
| = | e :
! 1 E I .
SAcHEEERE.Y R 010 S S S (R
+
:[“ . .
. T . .

—=— DQM_mKFIt_T1orignar
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTNEW

—— DQM_mKFit_TTNEW50
—— DOM_mkFit_ TTNEW100

= 0.2
2
Z0.18
(C) r
$0.16f
(8] L
£0.14F
(]
0.12F
0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04
0.02

Ratio

0.95

o 0.1-
® :
Z 0.09F
2 :
5 0.08
o -
£0.07E
w .
0.06F-
0.05F
0.04F
0.03E
0.02F
0.01E

1.0 +

Ratio

iy

n

take+duplicates rate vs

Ratio

0.5

0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25F
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

S

AR e

track n

0.2




	Contents
	Page 1


