Efficiency vs P,

10.05
o
9.045
>
20.04
@
2.035
[J]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

T

[eX 1_ """""" ' """""" """"""
AR s s
IR AR 8 RS S S
4 B H H H
N T
R o S
g - : : :
(&) - 7 N N
€ 04 # -------- e o

0.0%F oo oo #H 1t 0.2 ++eoeseesirenneenas R e
ot T r ; ﬂ 5 |
0'0055 .ﬁ'"‘## +++ : + L : ++# : :
i) l'U"”: 1+ g L b 4 : :
&U G| SERRREE B a.i‘, 54 '-5_'}»""4;*"""“5 """""" &U 1.05 ] : .- ------------ o
o b1 SSERERREI S £ 3 4 F CE O R R R P R R E T
R SR N I T 01T po 0.95 1 O SO S
.ot 1 : : 0.9
107t 1 10 1§ \;)03 10 10 0 \;)03
p, (Ge track p_ (Ge
—s=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL
—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2
50-02: E——= A A P —
§.018 L

() n
D.016F
‘0 o
$.014F
[J]
0.012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002

10
1.1

Ratio
o

0.9
0.8
=3

Efficiency vs ¢

o0.02[

fake+duplicates rate vs n

7 I TS I U D

Ratio

iy

[S RARRE LRI
N
e
o
’
N
w

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
s 0.8

0.7E
0.6k

0.5[F i 1-

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs

0.3

0.2

T I [T T T

0.1

ull ] ] ]
(o] 1Q F. | +
= E +:
3] g 2
o - -
HEESES
4+




	Contents
	Page 1


