Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.5

ermciency vs p

Ratio

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

A

o
0.45 4 L :*
U_J‘ L H
0.4 S o8 e
0.35 3 [
3 [ +f
03 5 06 + ----------------------------------
: : 3 r :
0.25 , : s [ 1 |&
. H [0} - :
0.2 ; : B 0.4 b
0.15F é : - :
0.0 e S S | N O TR SRURUR S
g : M o2 T I :
] e L A r % i 4 :
AF il e il T U . Ak |
ERNS N T o L.l 1 5
L : 4|4 T r ;
L ; 04 [ S 4
R A P a R A s | R T S ) e -
0.95 '71 ; ; ; . 0.95 '71 i 1 . .
10 1 10 ‘?‘B P, (Ge\})o 10 1 trac% P, (Ge\})o
—=#— DQM_CKF_TT_base
—— DQM_CKF_TT_retrain
=0.05 | e e =

2]
2.045
2
§0.04
(8]
£.035
(]

0.03

0.025

0.02

0.015

0.0

0.005

Ratio

Vs

[y

o
©
C

|
(¢S I B AL

TP N

Efficiency vs ¢

o-0.05¢
o E
Q.045 ;
(8] .

I T : +1 ]
i M1t :
k|1 ik
09831 0 1 2 3

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

le-

[y

0.9

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

S
(%]
>

take+duplicates rate

Ratio

0.5k

o
© w ©
w_ g

0.45F

0.2F

TITT[ITTOITTo s
+
+
3
g




	Contents
	Page 1


