Efficiency vs P, fake+duplicates vs P, |
o

~ 0.1 : : : o .;.:#..-.... -
. . . hd N
2 0.09 T SN Nl +#Ht
oy o L Tl - :
c 0.08 © 08—‘ ............ U
o n Lk : : :
20.07 o [ ' ' '
5 S L : : :
0.06 S 0.6 ---ereerieeeeees Foesnnenend o
. =} = . . .
0.05 : B i : : :
H Q o H H H
0.04 : & 0.4 e e,
0.03f i I : : :
0.02F -+ CEERPRRRPREN Feeeees L SERTEERRRS 0.2 oo b e
N { T i : 5 5
o JE haE WA A * i o [ 5 5 5
G_“. .......I ’ ....*?4# ++ N [T o] o] ]
o H . o LI . . .
B oLafpie e Fope cafiee s 5 F : '
= ut N1 |G S ;
I PUREE B Py
J 0 W oosk

. Gedf’ 10" 1

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbhase

—— DQM_mkFit_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP

=0.05 c T r
Q o Q B R o o0
%.045F- s Fow e
I E I 3 : : : Coa
5004 A e St s S
2 o Q 3 . . . O
£.035( s r 23 R A

E = r : : Doy :

. - ... PR DT S [
% e T S
0.025F- S S A L

E £t P : B

0.02F- L= 7| I ¢ O SOUSNS AT s
0.015F e
0.01- 0.2+ ebrreenn i R
0.005F L P

Ratio
Ratio
|_‘I T
3
=
-+
}

[l
(%))
T T T

=
T

|
w

Efficiency vs @ [ fake+duplicates vs o]

5002 S EXE S S R R R

©
©
T--

o
fe))
I

take-+duplicates rate vs @

o
»
f

o

o

o

D
IRSRN RN

S s s

Ratio

"'4-""*"'@++ ++++ ++ *ats ++H++++ ++*
e RN T a
track @




	Contents
	Page 1


