- 0.1
2 0.09
>
20.08
o
o
20.07
0]
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01
.0

Efficiency vs P,
o T

| fake+duplicates vs p_

-

Take+auplicates rate vs p

0.4

0.2

113----------3 ------------ .- ---------- -E----------
TS SR |13 S—

s S oo

0] | ........! '_|_'""| L

2 : 2 E : 1
< : s F + ________ -
o | R REEREERRE O - 24 |* .
[ H -
C + : : 0.9f- 1.k,
0.8[=---=--", +“ """"" 11 1 '3;:,;*!?
[ : : 1 ek 1V
1 £ 2 3 08 1 - * )
10~ 1 10 )O 10° 1
Hp_ (et
—— BV Ny specpress)
—— DQM™m FIt:TT*NEW e;au t:sEecPLess3
—— DOM_mKFIt_TT_NEWdetault_specPLess
= 0. P T 3
b4
2 0,09 seeerees st
%)

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

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

b
w IIII!IIII!IIIIEIII

Efficiency vs ¢

o-0.05
n

Q.045 ;
9] :

LN UL LN I LS =

o
o,
T

-

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.

.l>

0.2

B % w

0.9
0.8

)

TrTTTTTTTTTRTY

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

take-+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.1

0.3F
0.2F

0.9

0.8k




	Contents
	Page 1


