Efficiency vs P,

- 0.2
o

2 0.18F
> -
2 0.16F
(]

2
20.14

)
0.12

Ratio

o
0.08 : :
0.06]
0.04
0.02F

.........

107 1

fake+duplicates vs P,

D_'_ l_ """""" coTtrrrTe P -

2 B . . H

> L H

) L : : :

CONN 0| RREEEPPEEEE PECCEPRTTRPRT EEPPRERPRN SRTCEPPREES

) - . . .

0] : : .

o] : : :

o B . . .

B 0.6 --eerrrieeeeeees ERRRIRIELLY SRRRRIERILS

3 - . . .

S : : :

¥ - B +

g - : :

L e I A e

R
0.2_"“-""-:_'.'; """"""""" ""= """ E """"""

- -L;‘:‘ :

r e 7% :

i a% ThI

2 Ci_ Ll i B -

5 CF TR -

T of--- +++ THAEHERE e
0.8 -+ 1l T N O A
0.7k : :

107 1 10

—=— DQM_mKkFit_baseline
—e— DQM_mkFit_baseline6iter

—— DQM_mkFit_TT_RetrainV2_WP2_6iter_ep3

ITTT
=
v .

.........

.........

.........

Efficiency vs ¢

o-0.05¢
o E
Q.045 ;
(8] .

o
©

|

W)
| [
N

0.5
0.45¢
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

n

take+duplicates rate vs

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.5
%) .
> 0.45F

©
»

0.35F

o
w

0.25F

take+duplicates rate

©
N

Ratio
Fr




	Contents
	Page 1


