Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.1¢ T T
o E : : :
Q0.09F--------ieeee e RERLEAEERRES o R
> E : : :
S 0.08F--------ieeee e [ o IR
o o : : :
8] - . . .
E007:_' """""" " """""" """"""
) E : :
O e [RRERERRERRE A RERLRELEE
Y RRSSSR S A 2 —

0.04f -+ ooeeeeeenes Breeeeennns % SRR
0.03 : :
0.02
0.01

.0

.
+-

Ratio

1

0.8

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4~

0.2~

=

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

ol oo bed ]

10Q

Y
S e

2 3
1 10 tralca P, (Ge\})0

le_ste _It ar-phasel-newgeom

I\ Ulk IIIdI SLE] oar MaSEL-TTEWJEDTIT
§ it_sTe, ar- ﬁjasel newgeom

'E _lg’l EI
03

eTCPETEtntwbp?at% stseepIZn?‘ggr pWasel newgeom

Efficiency vs ¢

20.05¢
o F
§.045 ;
Q .

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

©
©

o
2}

o
»

©
N

! d
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

fake+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6F

0.5F




	Contents
	Page 1


