Efficiency vs P,

10.05
o
9.045F
>
20.04F
@
2.035
[J]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

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

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

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

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

fe) J—-‘-G_ + L1 111118
b5 I
o i B
L R o B RS a s CTERIEERS
I i
0.950 : > .
10° 1 10
Hp_ (et
—=— DQM_IT__orniginal_noPU
—e— DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEffOnlyFB2_PU
—— DQM_TT__paretofrontMinFROnlyFB2 "PU
—— DOM_TT__paretofrontMaxHitsOnlyFB2_PU
= 0.4

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

1

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

el gl
g [ 1 . B
IS r 1
24 r :
| o a’.:\'- i e g - e - - -0
L JE9N B
r T
0.95 LT

2
20.09
2
50.08
o
£0.07
[}
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

O A PSRN TR
OL»O:"" NPT IR BRI IPEETE: PR
5 f

R e i s i
0983 =5 1 0 1 2 3

Efficiency vs ¢

0.05
2]
§.045
2
$0.04
[S]
$9.035
9]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

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

1.0

Ll.l.'.|.'.'.'.'4#.'.'4.'.'.l.q.l.l.l.l4.l.l.l.q.l.l.l.q.l.l.l.q.l.l.l.q.l.l.l.l

Ratio

0.950L

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio
N

2

2

ra
=i

0.95

W[TTTTT T
|
N

s 0.5
[
>0.45

o
© w ©
wmh

0.25

fake+duplicates rate

©
o kB 2
= 00N

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




	Contents
	Page 1


