Efficiency vs P,

T
9
foe

0.7

0.6

eficiency vs p

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

l__ """""" ' """"""""" et b
S S
oot JyliL
ot UL

SO {’

T A
02_4.‘,;:.,, """ LA cTTTTTUTTCOTT 1T
[ D%,
meﬂl‘

10

DQM_TT1__original_noPU

—
—_—

DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEff_PU
—— DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxHits_PU
—— DOM_TT__paretofrontMinFR_PU

1

p

S|

Ratio

T T T ITT

o
©
Ll

co""
N
iN
o
N
w

TP n

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.1z
2, oof
>\0.09 ;
Q :
30.08F
[&) .
£0.07kt--
o :
0.06T -
0.05F

0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

1.0

Ratio

||'-|||

fake+duplical

o
[N

0.15F
0.1

=0.35

©
w

0.25

0.05

Ratio

L

0.

Ry

%

||111uﬁu11111111511lllllIll?llIllll111511111111115111111|

-1 0 1 2 3
track n

3 -2

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

s 0.5
[
>0.45

fake+duplicates rate

o
© w ©
w_ g

T T I T T R T T [ T [T T T

0.25

©
o kB 2
= 00N

0.05]

Ratio

[

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

o

[ &

T T T
—_
——
—
—
—
——
—
—
——
——
—
s
—
—
—
——

R
=
—
——
—
——
=
——
—
——
——
—
——
——
——
——
——
—
e




	Contents
	Page 1


