Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8

] S B S -

Y, NS TR S— -

ermciency vs p
TTTT

1 SR Sa— R— SN -
7 SR S— R B -

] OSSO S e IS -

S S +++ ++,H

0.1 § R e

o v 11 ||! 1 INRRIT
= 4
o +

1 C OOE B SRR

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

10

l_"' """""" ' """""" """"""

T ERSR — — —

"
o
+

E——

=h.l... e eabaeeaaan
I

-

——

it

1.

P

iy
TT[TTTTI[TTTT

[EEN
o
i
R S
[N
o

H
+
e
+
>
.
e
+
e
-
T
i
3

v

—=— DQM_mKFit_TT_base
—e— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrain_noCandDNN
—+— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrain

4 i
4 "

[y

o
©
a

[T
N
(@]
-
N
w

TP N

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.01¢

0.005F

©
o
o
D
T[T

o LARAE LRRRR

HE = e S X E 3

iy
x>
s
.
-+~
4
i
3l

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.7

T s s s S o
e e S e e
e hth—°H

e e

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

s 0.1

Y
>
Q

©
©
0

0.09
0.08

[0}
£0.07
o

a
=]

[=]
+
Q

0.06)
0.05

X
$80.04

Ratio

0.03
0.02

0.0

Q

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

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

3
+

T
.

T I T I

1.5p-

T T
n
+
- .
3
+
m i
ﬁ:,‘ L
' 2 g n
. i
—




	Contents
	Page 1


