Efficiency vs P, fake+duplicates vs P,

~ 0.5 - - T — e RT———
: : : 1 RERRRTL ] { + .+

o
»
a1

IENCY VS P

R e R 7SS B — T —

T S e e

Take+auplicates rate vs p
T

1) R TR T——

7] SRR N S— A

Ratio
Ratio

+

| 5 ; — oo
! - - [ - T

0,05t E : E 0,05t : ' :
) 2 3 -1 3 ’
10 1 10 18 b, (Ge\})o 10 1 10 af P, (Ge\})0

—— DM V000 RO0000000T —Giopa —TREIT_NOevat

—_— B MWOOO :EOOOOOOOO%:Gg g:m EI _ gg tch
—— D M:V888 :R888888881:8 obal—m F! —batch32
—— DOM~V0001—"R000000001—Global—mkFit“batch64

= 05
2 0.45
0.4
£0.35

iclency vs

YRR S

et

take+duplicates rate vs n

0 S O O O
2R
1 T - ——
0.15F i : : : : :
0.1 0.2 -t S -
005:_ : . . . . .

Vs

Ratio
Ratio

LTS T (71T W ..EullllJ.
4 |r|']|||'.I R AR £ 0 (MR ATk v:.TT||T|

[y

o
©
a

0983 =5——=1T 0 T 2 3
TP n track n

frrrrrrrrrrrrr
N
o
-
N
w!

Efficiency vs @ [ fake+duplicates vs o]

oo e i DT

©
©
1

o
fe))
I

take+duplicates rate vs @

o
»
f

©
N
1

._
-
| [FTrTgrort

w
|
N
|
[N
of-----
[N
N
w



	Contents
	Page 1


