Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.2
o
£0.18F-
Py -
20.16F-
o}
(&)
20.14
[J]

0.12

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

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

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

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

l_"' """""" ' """""" """"""
T R S— R S—
T I SR— R— S—

0.4-F-

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

0.2+ *

10

Ratio

1.1

iy

=

o
N

=

01:— -------------------------------------- B
0.08----wme i
((N17< EERTCORPRL FRPRTTRRPRLE FEPCIRRRRTRS | SRERPLRS
0.04f---oemeerioeeeeeee g T 20 | SRR
0.02 #h --------

9 J—-‘-G 11 I! 11 111118
T 1
o
1} L - EEEEEEEE]
0.95— '2 .
07110 4, elf
—=— DQM_TT _original
—e— DQM_TT__mod_modelsdeep_truthfinal_reg_modelTEST-24
—— DQM_TT__mod_modelsdeep_somethingbetter
=0.05
%)
D045 o rbeeeee it
2
SO.04F -3 ereeeedeeee oS

0.005F-

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

'*5.;.;;#* ; R

% Y o By

Efficiency vs ¢

o0.02[
@ :
.018F
3 I
9.016F
SOVE
9.014F
o :
0.012F

0.01F-
0.008f
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

9 J..\.ru‘-. 111
2 i
8 [
x|
i
0.95LL

n
o
o]

©c e 9o o
r O o N

fake+duplicates rate vs

©
w

©
[N

0.

[y

le-

Ratio

vosE-HiitE il i
! sttt
I 3

0.95 din 1

0.9

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
s 0.5
n .
>0.45F

o
© w ©
w_ g

0.25k -
0.2

fake+duplicates rate

©
O
= O

0.05E

Ratio
-
f:




	Contents
	Page 1


