~ 0.5

Efficiency vs P,
o T

2 0.09
>
20.08
o
o
20.07
0]
0.06
0.05
0.04

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

0.95L
107 1

1toriginai

RECO

0.03 :
0.02F ; i
: w4 1 1
0,01+ reererivenmeneeei? P QIR ) CERPERRRRS
E oo |+ |
o) m oL IRRTT] 1 ERET] " ERET] L
O 1.0 N N
g F gl
= bl rl.|.|:|.| LR
i ‘|‘I”5||]| 5 ]
oosLal : ;
107 1 10 2 3
Hp_ (et
[—=— DQM_VUOUUI_RUUOU0OOUUL__Global_mKFitorginal__|
—«— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global_mkFitNewDetf__ RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitNewDett33__RECO
—— DOM ~V0001 R0O00000001  Global™_mkFitNewDetNoF~ RECO
= 0.7
g
>\0.09
e
0_,0.08
o
£0.07
(]

0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

Vs

Ratio

NP PP PP PRI BT . f

&

O

0.95

TP N

Efficiency vs ¢

9—00u
[
Q.045
(8]

oy

take+duplicates rate vs

0.15

0.05F

Ratio

o 2
2 0a
NG

_4_

0.35

0.25

0.5

©
w

o
[N

0.

T[T

-....|....|....|....|.
s .

C | (1] i P
il HESRIIELAEH , AT

0.95

T

S

0.1
%) .
= 0.09E

J..\.ru‘-.l I. Y .I
T TR EL
g LA b K E L L L L
HEN HE N TEN A

i ] LE(L T

09T 0 1 23




	Contents
	Page 1


