Efficiency vs P,

02
o : : :
U E | SRRRRRRTPRI FERRRRPR Beeseenenans % | R
> F : : .
20.16F
[}

o F
20.14
[J]

0.12F :
05| STTPPPPPPRS PR PR [T SR
0.08F -+ ooeeeeeenes b T T R B
0.0BF e Feeeeeepenfs R
0.04F -+ fonenes ## ----- ]

0.02F - neri - mgamglt {1

[ E POYPUUUDT D S
o +
- BedEd
0.95f----=memries Eda R s R BN SR
o HEE®
o i

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

T

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

©
»
|

I

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

o
N
T T
+*
-+
=
..._I.—.'L-’r e
+I

-
[~)

Ratio
=
N
T

iy
TTTTTTT
m 2
H—
— =
4 —+
EEiret e
i n
Y
+
i
+
3
N
H

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original-0
—e— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_mod-127
—— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_mod_updated-127

o
o
&
IIIIIIIIIIIII
i T
T e
:—"_a_.'—

9 0 Y
++ﬂ++;ﬁ+'+?r+;;+'++ﬁﬁ*'+ """ S

o
o
o
N
TrTT
-5,
-

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.01- - " T T T T
o E i i i i E
e R S
(8] . . . . . . .

=0.35

©
w

0.25

fake+duplical

o
[N

0.15
0.1
0.05
10

1.1

Ratio
o

0.9

0.8!

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

s 0.5
n .
>0.45F

o
w 2
a_»

fake+duplicates rate
o
w

Ratio
(=
=

o o
o ©
ORI C Lo T T

|
w




	Contents
	Page 1


