Efficiency vs P,

10.05
o
9.045
3
©0.04
@
2.035
[J]
0.03
0.025

| fake+duplicates vs p_

T

l_" """""" ' """""" """"""

o
:ﬂ

O R ARRIIEELIEES preseeaes I REEREERRE

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

0.02 . T 0.4f b e | EERE
: : - - : :
0.015F ; i ++ { A F . : :
0.01F--#---ieenon T R S8 £ R 1 02k T NN 1 6 AU
E N N - - + N
0.005f--wwrrmeriermnnrenesineees S i) SEETETEIEREE - D eegrighyt :
AF et e bl Al ] el e
9 LUl T 9 LUl :
§ r Tl § r ;
1:—- 1Tl B R B T 1:—.::r+}+—++*+l P-- STl D A DI
095 -—1 ; x : 2 3 S -—1 : t 2 3
10 1 10 ‘?‘B P, (Ge\})o 10 1 10 trac% P, (Ge\})o
—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL
—e— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL2
—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL3

2
20.09
2
50.08
o
£0.07
[}
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01
lG-

1.05

Ratio

[y

0.95!
TP n

Efficiency vs ¢

20.05¢
o F
2.045 ;
Q .

iy
¥
g
.
+
*+
+
s
+
s
+
T
"
+:
+
g
"
+
s
+
.

0.7

0.6

©
»

fake+duplicates rate vs
o
6]

(40 L B LR

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
s 0.5
n .
>0.45F

o
© w ©
w_ g

: ;*ﬁﬁ*‘# A +, '¥ '+' *4;'& "+¥;¥+"+' 4-'»

fake+duplicates rate

o
© N
N A

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

iy




	Contents
	Page 1


