| Efficiency vs collection | |

Fakerate vs collection

1 Lol

Efficiency

[
<
N

o
[y

Fake rate

o
~
|

0.45F

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

0.35) -
0.3
0.25F
0.2+
0.15F

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

0.95

i i
Te, Nig;
nefa/rraq( la/s,e
s

glvp wp, c) /p 0,7
rr,,%’s QUa”Sf Irnplelsz hed@uaq a”sfsp seede

- 0.95

’7
@
Sy, €S
PInoy,

@ne "Ina/ '9/7/: W/s lache, P ok On
el acks Stey, i Ve, { Q“ads, Tr/p/e Sty hedou a”Step Se@de
p

| Duplicates rate vs {

—=— DQM_correctCheck3_mu_pt1to1000_eta2p5to4p0
—— DQM orlglnal mu ptltolOOO eta2p5to4p0

g,

@ 0.0

g L
.09
3 : : :
B.008{

o
2.007

0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0001+ feereesbereennd

G)UUJ.

D000
> S A
D008
7 e A S
OO N O S S O
OOOSIE
e e o e
003
0002
OO0

1.

Ratio

0.95

Ratio

0.5

e

ene,a,, "”/a/s,
ks

'ghp Wp, Wp
[T/Ip/e’s ’Ouads’ Tflp/e,sI

- 0

e
0nSs,
Sy, Cedeqs
Doy,

ac;, o ’)(8//3 on S,
Yo/ a//- &
o Qag Stey, %€dg

ge”efa/y- ,7'[’3/3/
ks

'ghp Owp, Wpy Sla ’)(8//3 Muo,
4 Tr/p/e st ’Quadsr Tr/p/e Sty Che Wt a/,se "See e

Mo,
ds,

n
E’
sy, S
PInoy,

NSe,
Cede, ds
/no,



	Contents
	Page 1


