Efficiency vs P, fake+duplicates vs P,

| R [ A

T
=
N
T

T ERSRR 4 — —

eficiency vs p
=
I
‘

' 11 ESRSRR 5 SO S A—

o

o]

!
Take+dauplicates rate vs p

T

i ) SR S N —
0.4_"""""3 """""" .' """""" . """""" B H H H

02 A LK TR
SN L SRR A
r i wstag' T 4TE I i i
PR S—— e I A WA o ol AT R
T r T E : ] :
I N Y SN [k | S e
E 1:—.- ----------- B 0 O
0.95 =

_ 3 — 3
10 1 10 3, celf 10" 1 0 % el

—=— DQM_TT _original_time2
—e— DQM_TT_modified_time2
—— DQM_TT_modifiedINIT_time2

YIS S N

0.6

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

fake+duplicates rate vs n

0.4

------ 0.2

LA EL  NLL  NL L B L  B
*

i .0
1.1

Ratio

0.9
0.8!

0.95

O bt
¥
3
¥
H
[

2 3
TP n track n

wlllllllllllll
|
N
|
N
o
=
w
|
N
|
iN
o
[

Efficiency vs ¢ [ fake+duplicates vs o]

s 0. 0.8
2 :
>\0.09 ;
Q :
20.08F
[&) .
£0.07F
o :

0.06F

0.05F

0.7E
0.6F:

0.5F

fake+duplicates rate vs @

0.04f 1L 0.3
0.03f
0.2
0.02f :
0.01 0.1g
o B ) 0_! * ) ]
s 5 EN T+ = ?
15.,E-mp +H+ + -+ 12 :_ '“0 """" + ,.
:: 15" 4.—»5 -+ L -4 ""'E'
0983 -1 0 12 3 08T T 0 2 3

TP @ track @



	Contents
	Page 1


