Efficiency vs P,

T
9
foe

fake+duplicates vs P,

o : o e P
2 i 2 f
> 0.7 : o r
c : 0 T <
® 0.6 : L
£ : g
. ]
® g5 5 3 L
: S 0.6 ---fr-rrdr b e
: 3 r :
0.4 = + r :
E S B E 3 :
0.3 e e e AR
. B < : <+
0.2 : S
: 0.2 {{ it | SRR
0.1k : i % 4
C - : L ;
ofF . Sl I . ...%Ma ittt YTl N i
o +up : o O ITr: 190 0 1 5
I r : S F T T T
o 1'_ ______ AL piEsEd uEAL N o 0.9F ¥ o O A B N o
3 3 F 4 |
[ 3 0.8F----L B o O L
o B B B o B T B
0.95— > 3 0.7 2 3
10° 1 10 10° 1 10
‘?‘Bp (Ge\} trac&p (Ge\}
T T
—— DQUM_TT_ORIGINALC
—e— DOQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2
—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED _layerProcv2_windows
—— DOM_TT__MODIFIED layerProcv2 windows_hits
0.8 T
0.7 - eeber et b
0.6F------ P Feeeeenns P P P

Ratio
N

o
©
C

|2

Efficiency vs ¢

|
W[ T

o 0.1
Y :
Z0.09F
Q :
20.08¢
(&)
£0.07
w .
0.06F:
0.05[
0.04F
0.03E
0.02F
0.01E

Ratio

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

2.

iy

0.95

2 3
track n




	Contents
	Page 1


