Efficiency vs P,

- 02
o
20.18
>
20.16
(]

2 0.14f
O] C

0.12F
0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

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

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

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

Ratio

0.8

0.

07

10*1

++ ----- hHl

1 10

119sz Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

T

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

e ﬁﬁ"ﬂq
[ o~ ."f""“ : :
0.8—;.'; """ A A
L o
0.6 - Tmee g e
l+
04IF .................................................
02— -------------------------------------------------
Ll:_ """" '\o-"'"‘:':o‘ """ ' """""" E' et s
E-o-‘o- OWQMH+‘++
i e Fremenieed NN 1
: - : it
107 1 10

—=— DQM_mkFit_TT_base_noSel

—— DQM_mkFit_TT_retrainOldFiles_v2_8iter_noSel

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

""" }{I
_____ IR T
_f;+"+ il A ﬁ%

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

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

Efficiency vs ¢

o-0.05¢
o E
Q.045 :

| hH ++ + +H+ +H+++ H +HH++ Jr

TP(p

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

i it e ou:.o H "’ Callh
0_8—---.—--:—--.-.’ ----- '9.9,.-....-

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

0.6

fake+duplicates vs @]

take-+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

1=

.M

: : : : < ; ol
0. 8 g '_.'_a-"""';' P . ."..-.n'?:,_.: _._._.._',“ ----- + “_.__._-..
[ et afal e > T ante e
- ; e - e s
il - . . - . .
| PP IR B B B B |
o : :
- +

[ H
e Sl S S e e Ve




	Contents
	Page 1


