Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.2

o

€ 0.18F

Py -

20.16F

o}

2 F

20.14

[J]
0.12F

0.1F

0.08F
0.06F

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Ih=--------- -::E--u-- -------- FEEEEEEEEEEEE: === -
T ERRRR % E R -
T RN 1 M R— -

o

00 i o b
S S T
3 : 4l1g1) .

0 ........! Ll .......! L

Ratio
s
T
—0—
7
R
+

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL

—e— DOQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2

—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED _layerProcv2_windows
—— DOM_TT__MODIFIED layerProcv2 windows_hits

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

(o8 R AR AN R AL

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02
(2]
§.018
(8]
9.016
‘©
§9.014
[J]

!_l_l_”_l_l_l_!_

i

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

fake+duplicates rate

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

b
(]

iy

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

s 0.5
n .
>0.45F

o
© w ©
w_ g




	Contents
	Page 1


