Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8

ermciency vs p
©c o o ©o
N U o N

o
w

e
o -
s
r =
................................................
-
T

2
20.45
2
§ 04
S

0.25

0.15

0.1
0.05E

Vs

10

fake+duplicates vs P,

~ 0.5

Vs p

Take+auplicates rate

o 2
2 0a
O

0.35]

0.25

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

‘10t 1

—=— DQM_MKFIT_NEWBASES
—e— DOM_mkFit_new

—— DOQM_mkFit_newANDPL
—— DOM_mkFit_newiOKKK

Bs 0 o o i a g

Ratio

b

|lluu1511111]111151111111111511111111115111111111151111111'
||||||Tl.||||”Il”.”||||||||.||||||||||.||||||||||.||||||||

0.95

-1 0 1 2 3
TP N

3 -2

Efficiency vs ¢

o 05
4
>0.45

©
»

TIETIII [ ITII [ ITTIT 11T

0.35
0.3

efficiency

0.25

T R
Frang. & % &
= s
LR R R P R R EE PR

LN LR LR LRRRR B

[N i == == e

=
o
g
[
0
g
o
5
?
X
I

0

0

Ratio

0.05

.0455 ------------------------------------------------
004; ------------------------------------------------
_0352 ................................................
Qogi -----------------------------------------------
0 =] L S SO S S
ElLg L SO
.
015 gt RN N S
0.0 ----- shg---+-M---++-}¢%¢----5ﬁ-?¢¢+#§¢
.0052—----------------ﬁ-?--é----ﬂ?ﬁ ----------------

0.95

T
|
N

track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

S

0.
0.
0.

Ratio

{gke-+AUBJICaLES Eateys

0.02

018
016
014

.008
006
004
002

012F
0.01f

N

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

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




	Contents
	Page 1


