Efficiency vs P,

+ 0.21 T T
. F : : :
L0.18F i RERLEAEERRES ol RARRREEE
> F : : :
S 016 i [ o i R
Q E : : :
(8] o . . .
50-14_—"""""; """""" A A
) : : : :
0.12F---rrrreirrrmeeenes R R RRREE A0  RREERERN
O S N— R S —
008+ rrveefreeeee A 1 -
Y1) SR S S A1
0.08f ++-vvvvefersee |
L : 1y + :
0.02F-----ererrie e ggeebtee +++Zh """"

ouﬁf {}"’?ﬁiﬁ”ﬁﬁ I 'i

2 [l 11
i
107 1

10 . Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

l_‘“‘ """""" ' """""" """"""
T ERSR — — —

T S e e

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

97 S S0 NSRS SRR O

] LR N et

Ratio

107 1 10

—=— DQM_IT__orniginal_noPU
—e— DOQM_TT__paretofrontMaxEffOnlyFWD2_PU
—— DQM_TT__paretofrontMinFROnlyFWD2_PU

—— DOM_TT__paretofrontMaxHitsOnlyFWD2_PU

Efficiency vs ¢

0021
YIXT: RSO OSSO SO MRS OO
BOt6E bt
0
0.012%-- ++ ...... el +:
0.00 - T T d o T
0.008#{,--{-?{;’----}--; ...... b +++
o £ SRS SRS SO SO SO
e Y] U SO SOOI SOV SOUUUL IO
0.002% ------- -------- ........ b .......

J..hru‘-. L

Ratio

1

0.95L1

o
©

fake+duplicates rate vs n
o © © o o o o
B Nw. D™D o N
I IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
T —e—
= ! : :
- e

II:&III-

Ratio

0.95L

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
s 0.5
@  E i ihh
i T S A

-

©
»
T

fake+duplicates ra
o
w

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


