Efficiency vs P,

- 0.21 X .
2 E : : :
0 0.18F -t proseereceeed fresnnanas
> 3 : : :
2 0.1Bfrrrrrrriereeeeeeees prereeeeeeeed e
L E : : :
o o . . .
E014__' """""" " """""" """"""
) E : : :
0.12f---rmrrereirererrees Prerereeeeed ARREREREREEE
IR S R — - S—
0.08F - g--rereinemmenenes ------------ ------------
006 -+ rfeeeenee o S
004 % 2t o S
0.02F---------mimmeoeeiee ------------- ------------

10 . Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

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

©
(o]
L L

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

o
(o))
L L

Take+auplicates rate vs p

©
D
T L

—=— DQM_mkFit_TT_retrain-lowpt
—— DQM_mkFit_TTold-lowpt

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.1 T T T T T T
g B i
L
2 E: : : : : : :
R e A A et

%0.07 ;2*:**3_-* """ ****‘xt*t"t*:*
0.06f% -+ ST et T e

T
- A B
N N B
et T N O N
s
n-!....l....I....I....I....I....!

FRVS)

Ratio

e - + _______
AT

0.95%% 5
TP @

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o 0.21

o B i
PR

HORTICRREE SRS SRS SIS Mo S
1] - .

1Q o/ SPRPRPEVEN TPV EPPIPIFE EPRPEPEPIN WPV RSP |

WY

Ratio

T PR R P T PP TP BT




	Contents
	Page 1


