Efficiency vs P,
oY T

9 .‘"
+
O 1 )

10

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

o 1_ """""" poTTrTmeTete i -
%) F . .
> L
e - : :
S 0.8 SRRIREE | RE SRR
" i : :
9 : :
I #5 : : H
o : :
g— 0.6 ++‘ """""" S|
2 te : H
| o : :
E 04T eedeeeeeeeeeees Spep{ e
i .’ T
g s +*
02_—,t++ LB b d 2 R
10F : ;
'g F + ' <+ '
KCARE1 ;& EREEELTICCIEREEER! REEREEE) B8  EEREEE e
i T Tl | R
i1 SRR ++++u R0 U e
10

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit_ORIG

—— DQM_TT__mkFit_MODIF

=0.05
[2]
§.045
2
§0.04
Q
$9.035
3]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015

R LR LRl R RR LRRLE LR RLLRY RRRL]

0.0t 4]

0.005EHth- 1 L H HERI 4o

o O h ! i :

2 - T -
- -t
0. 9B HHI- l il
Rk 0 T 2 3

Efficiency vs ¢

20.05¢
o F
§.045 ;
Q .

e R

0.8

0.4+ ;20 doymeidy

fake+duplicates rate vs n

0.3

s =
R e

111 SRR OV SR S

T
s

10

Ratio

f i
- +++H{+ X +++++ +++*‘++J‘ ++++++ #H ll

s 05
n :
>0.45F - -t

o
© w °
W b

T

0.25F

fake+duplicates rate

©
N

0.15F
0.1E
0.05F

g
g Y _+* __ H f*

E+++++T+** +

10

T

Ratio

1.1




	Contents
	Page 1


