Efficiency vs P,

- 1.2

ermciency vs p

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

[y

fake+duplicates vs P,

- 0.8

[y

o
©
C

Tl

W
|

N

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02

.018

L & = 0 O T A .

L4 |

TP @

Ratio

©
N

L : o r :
r : 2 E :
3 : (04 SRR RS EREEEEEEE REEEEEEEEEEEE AREEEEEEERE
T [EEEEEE PR PR PR e Q C :
3 : © L :
- : n 0.6 [ SRRREEEEE REREEREEEEEED SRR
r : L a :
C ; ST | SRR SO0 R ) e
- : 5 F : :
r : 3 E :
R A i St ¥ (O R R REY RS FERERREEEEEEE AR
L : o) - N
L : X » N
B . E 03__ """""""""""""""""" P
B : o L 2 :
3 : 0.2 -t e AREEEEEEEEE
r : § 0.QF--wwrmmenieees R ¢ SRRRE STRERLIEE e
u . E 3 - .
; : o +W ; ;
E 3 : ’
B @ [ 1
R EEE R E = = o TR SR | e EEEEEEEERE B . R L
-1 ; l2 3 095-1 : 2 3
10™ 1 10 10™ 1 10
‘?‘Bp (Ge\} trac&p (Ge\}
T T
—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mKkFit_noCAND
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND
—.— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_batchCAND-adjusted
[= Ih=---emene-- S CREEEEPRE
[7)] L .
> :
2 I 5
© i :
o 0Bt A
Q 5 ¥
g !
o o i
[3) l d
S I S S S 1 I
S 06 N
] 3 X
3 - b
X - X
R | O H I

2.

iy

0.95

W[TTTTT T
|
N

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

take+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

©
©

o
fe))

o
»

0.2

1=

iy

0.95

ST T T




	Contents
	Page 1


