fake+duplicates vs p_ |

o~ | T

0.8 e

] IS
;'3 é E -+
0.40  Sagr b

Ratio
o o

o] =
Ty

3

sy
—_—
—_—
—_—

——

"

‘

eV
o
]

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

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

o o elcied
o o o o
S & & o
a o I ®
e =l .
_:.:_
take+duplicates r
o o o
>N v o
2.
+%
b~
=3
S
&=
[ 4 :
-

Ratio
o
o) (]
—— :
—
e — -
hrotogicao-
e A
P . |
——— L
e
——
— L
——————— F
—o——— o
a4
o o Sy o
T 3 L
———— |
— —
——
f———
—_— L
. !. :—l—
Ratio
o
© o]
LA LN L L
—1
—— . L
-
- |
i‘ r
—_—— B
P . L
e [
P
—— b
—— s
* .
el
=T
=
—t L
—— I 8
e .
. P
[~ [
—e—_ [
——,
— L
——
Pl R
— . L
3

Efficiency vs @ [ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.0l
% F:
2.009F
) E:
9.008E
s E
.007E
T =
0.006:
0.005f: ] ; ; :
0.004f 4L FT: THE A3t dd
0.002E
0.001E

° J-G-:- L L
= H:
g 1.0551;--«-

Ht---H
0.95f -+
0.9H4




	Contents
	Page 1


