Efficiency vs P,

T
9
foe

©
o
I

o
o2}
T

o
&)

©
»

o
w

eficiency vs p
LB

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

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

[y

10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

+0.0]
o

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

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

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

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

9.009F-
o F
@.008F-
%.007F-
< F
2.006F
=
D.005F
Q F
®.004F
0.003F
0.002F
0.001E
e O
3

o

ptlBOO etalpOtolp4

efficiency vs n
o © © o o o o o
[y N w N [¢)] o)) ~J [ee]

&

Ratio

— B I’\V/i lf(%llldl SLE] ECL]J.UUU [Sjrcun 35_01 B3
—— DQMT ?nqle st bo 0 etal Otol
DOM~fas 00_etal

—— DOQMT] plxeTC pate Step
USRS S - ...............
- ‘e
... L P [ P .
RN U SN . B SO
C L]

I APETENET EPTET ATEETTE APETAET R

9-0.8:

o
3

efficiency vs
o
N

o

0.4F

0.3F

—0.01
)
B.oog
®.008
1)
$.007
Q
‘B.006
>
gJ.oos
X
$.004
0.003
0.002
0.007]

Q=

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

0.0
o
§-009E:
$.008f
(%]
$.007F
Q
B.006F
>
.005E
X
®.004F
0.003F
0.002F
0.001F

Ratio

0.5

G

....... | PSP P I I S
R R T2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


