Efficiency vs P,

+0.05¢ T T
o E : : :
D.045F--oveeeriee e e AR
> E : : :

S 0.04Fwwweemrieee e Feeeeeeeeeees e
o) E : : :

- T R S— S—

3] E : : :
0.03F- -+ --seeesiereeenenen e e
0.025 -+ e e e e
0.02F -+ - F-vireeeone S e
0.015F -+ JC S S e
0.01E -+ rreri @i S e

J—-\G- T

Ratio

I ‘11 |
b |rﬂrm

107 1

10 . Gedf’

T

ake+duplicates vs P,

p

[
>

Take+dauplicates rate

Ratio

- 0.5¢

L Rt

©
D
|

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

0,350 oo

©
w
T

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

3 NSNS 25 ) —

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

- 9 ©

: o O p ©

O G o~ o
[

107 1

—=— DQM_IT__orniginal_noPU

—e— DQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEffOnlyFB2_PU

—— DQM_TT__paretofrontMinFROnlyFB2_PU

—— DOM_TT__paretofrontMaxHitsOnlyFB2_PU

0
6 B A
S
0-008:-----{-#%%-%-@ -------- ;----Hi-{--#

RN .

7 R . ety

Ratio

0.95

Efficiency vs ¢

o0.02[
%) o
2,018
3 I
9.016F -
©c L
.014F
o F
0.012:;-+
0.01E
0.008
0.006F
0.004F : : ; ; ; ;
0002k v oo oo
N =T I D I I

FRVS)

Ratio

.........

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

s 01

0
>
i)
&
o
0
L
@
o
S
+
1)

X
©
“—

Ratio

ol bty

YRR RS TR T M -

oot pop g M
L P L

008
N N I
et T N O N
s e
e b

FRVS)

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


