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

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

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

10Q

Ratio

1.1

=

o
iN

=

10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

007
9.009
008
007
006
005
004
003
0.002
.001

o Tg(etgu%caggs r_@,te

o

QE

Ratio

0.5

BOMoTOITa_StE]
R

D M

DQM_p! eTCPE

|. UU Eld‘ ULO ko)
200 erazpOiop é’
200 eta20g0t02

p ate step% ptBOO eta2p0to2p5

=0.01
[2]
.009
Q
$.008
‘©
#.007
(3]
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
-0

Ratio

1.2

1.1

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

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02
(2]
§.018
(8]
9.016
‘©
§9.014
[J]
0.012

0.01F%------ .

0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

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

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

&
*
e f
E o

Ratio

0.95

SELET T LTI __"..'.!.'.'..'.!.'.'..'.!.'.'.!.I.

|

C

N S
N B

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

Q=

Ratio

[ fake+d

uplicates vs @]

0.0

2 S WS TR O
GO
At SIS SIS LS
@ : : : : : :
T SRUN S R AR
L : : : : : :
L R
3 : : : : : :
o SR S AR A
X . . . . . .
R S SR
T S AR
L S SR
L e SN Sl Sty

Ratio

0.5~

G




	Contents
	Page 1


