Efficiency vs P,

F 0.7
o
£20.09
>
20.08
@
(&)
20.07
[J]
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02 . ; ;
00— -t i )

——
——
L 't

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

l_" """""" ' """""" """"""
T ER — — —

0.6 : S s

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

0.4 : b —
0.2 ST L e

10E + 4 !
105E- FHAFEEE- - (T EAFF {5

Ratio

0.95F HHAF- T4 -3 - - -F-LFHHHF - e

—— DQM_TT__CKF_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__CKFandPLess_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__CKFandPLess_MODIF

0951

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02
2] =
§.018 =
3 I
9.016F
2 :
§9.014F
[J]

B
I
;
'
;
:
B

©
©

o
o)

fake+duplicates rate vs n

o
»

©
N

1 Qo

Ratio
P

0.98;
0.8!

2 3
track n

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

fake+duplicates rate
o
© w ©
w oA

o
© N
N A

Ratio
(=
=




	Contents
	Page 1


