Efficiency vs P,

- 1.2

ermciency vs p

Ratio

[
[
>

thiciency

]

Ratio

=

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

411 [44 :
11714 I S
AL T :

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,
~ 0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio
Ne)

—=— DQM _CKF TTbase
—— DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles113
—+— DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2

0.5
0.45

©
»

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15

0.2--

0.05
Vel

0.95

Efficiency vs ¢

S
0
>

clency

£
5}

0.5

0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3

TITT I I I

EEEEEEY

038 1rvrriereeensieni
os* -------

n

0.25¢-
0.2
0.15F
0.1
0.05 : : : :
o) SEANINIFE AFEFIFIFE IIFIFI INPIFIVE AFIVINI AN

L 1 1 q d H
vosf{1 LR S |
ST LU | EIT LRI TEELLITS L) |

¥ ! ! ! 1T
0.95[ AT EFHTE AL 1k (. IT

0.9

take+duplicates rate vs

IIIIIIIII TTTT IIIIIIIII
- -
———
T —m—
—

= .
=g
T o
e
—m
.
“rne—
m. .
B
i s
-
K

Ratio

3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o 0.5
%) .
> 0.45F

©
»

0.35F

0.25E:
o.2_f
0.15
o
0.05

take+duplicates rate
o
W

J..hru‘.lll

Ratio

| oo
B U LI




	Contents
	Page 1


