Efficiency vs P,

+0.0]
o

0000 -+ S S—
> N N N
D.008F -+ weereriveeeeeees B e
(] . N

9.007

3]
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

1.9

-------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------
.......... e e e e
.......... S Y
. +

£

+

PEEPIETTY BT TTTT R W
[ R R EEEEEEEEER R -

10

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

Ratio

S A e s
! SYSRIN DRSS e —
oo
b

7] SRR N S— A

iy

0.95 :
107 1

|J |V| Ul 1Tdl__STE] |.

BN ?n;:g ge 1 tol 88—9 s2b0io2ps
DQM~fas

BN o st R et

el dJuLU é)a

2o
ate step2 ;?tltol 00_eta2p0Oto2p5

=0.01
[2]
.009
Q
$.008
‘©
#.007
(3]
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.8

0.6

Efficiency vs ¢

&0.0])
(2]
2.009
(8]
$.008
©
§9.007
[J]

0.006

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

||H||||

ey

fake+duplicates rate vs

o
[N

0.15

0.05

Ratio

o 2
2 0a
NG

0.35

0.25

0.5

©
w

0.1

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

fake+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1=

._.
T
3




	Contents
	Page 1


