Efficiency vs P,

- 0.8

ermciency vs p

Ratio

‘10t 1 10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,
~ 0.5

2 0.45

Take+auplicates rate

o
[N
T
#
+

. '***ﬁiﬁﬁ .'f:j::f:f:.:f.ﬂf.

Ratio
-
=)
23
¢
‘ .
&
x
R :‘—_f—:....-_
——
_Q__'_'
> erm—
T

0. .
107 1 10

—=— DQM_CKF_TTbase

—— DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP2_epoch4

o E o ioboi b
S S S
(C) - N . . . .
R S A

£0.14------ AR S A P

o F : : : : :
0.12F - + """" *[+ """"
R S L s ——_

0.08F +

P P T -
ot HE Ty,

YT 1.0 TS SUS R A . ¥

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

o +WF NP I I AP P
= [ i ! : : H
@ : 4
1+ 13 anttnakandin H
0.954 ;
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.1-
o F
20.09 ,

S ok
) 0.085-

(&)

£0.07
o :
0.06F
0.05H -
0.04F
0.03E
0.02F
0.01

1.0

Ratio

o
+
T

@ : : : : :
L Rk ST S
)RS OV AR S o

T S

take+duplicates rate

:*“ﬂ&ﬂ+;;+;+""n;+'+:;+'++m++ﬂ

track (p




	Contents
	Page 1


