Efficiency vs P,

T
9
foe

0.7

0.6

eficiency vs p

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

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

Ratio
N

107 1

10

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

Ratio

08 o
O T— S—
) SN P ——

o2f [T A— A

i R FECEREPEREEPD S EEEEEREERES

O

107 1

iy
TTTT T T
N

X

X

A

s

2 3
Hp. (Gevf
DQM_TT1__original_noPU

DQM_TT__ paretofrontMaxEffOnlyFWD2_PU
—— DQM_TT__paretofrontMinFROnlyFWD2_PU
—— DOM_TT__paretofrontMaxHitsOnlyFWD2_PU

—
—_—

Ratio
N

o
©
C

|
W[ T

Efficiency vs ¢

s 0.1-
g F
>\0.09 ;
Q ]
.90'08 y

o
£0.07
[}

0.06f;
0.05f:-
0.04ET
0.0+ -
0.02E
0.0

g
2 .
< I
c
iy
0.950

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

et
s s SO SO SO
S

R s s e e

;.uo---:--%*%...f ﬁ*ﬂ’a%'

0.95

iy

W[TTTTT T
|
N

track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.1
2

20.09 E
©0.08F
g H
£0.07F
] !

‘50.06F :
3 : : : :
£ 0.05E : : :
$0.04f-- ; : i
0.03f : f
0.02f + : ;
0.01 Tl ‘“E A e N Al “
a i i i
o +W :
bS] :
2
1:.,'-::—:?- -1:—::—??- S -
03T 0 12 03

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


