Efficiency vs P,

10.05
o
9.045
3
©0.04
[}
2.035
[J]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

% ]
Ly FEEEETIT MEEEETIT
o v
s i J )
il -
E, i
P s (R,

=

o
N

=

10 o, el

fake+duplicates vs P,

- l_"' """""" ' """""" """"""
O 0 T e —
e i i

0.6:— -------- ++ ------------ ............. ............

o
4

LG' P I ...'..! PETT

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

[y

Ratio

0.9

0.8

=
1S)
N
-
-
o
o
o
o
-
3
—_
(@)
R
=5
w

M_original

M_original2
M_testMKFitExport_initialStep
M_testMKFitExportFit_initialStep

o ©
S 2
(o] N
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

iy
T T T T[T TT[TTT

|
W

Efficiency vs ¢

TP n

o0.05

g F 1 T T
e R Sl S
(8] . . . . . . .

fake+duplicates rate vs n

7 I TS I U DU

g B T
e 1

-2 -1 0 1 2 3
track n

1.1

Ratio

0.9
0.8!

iy
TITT[ T TTTIITrT

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
s 0.8

0.7

0.6

AR R B

0.5

fake+duplicates rate vs

o 0Bk REIaahe rrd
= H: +| |* . EARE
T 1.05H FHEA TR H 13
2 H- I I -+ 1 11
-4 R T "._
0.95HAFAF L H-HF 3 H - 3 [ H:k
0.984 3 AL
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


