Efficiency vs P,

+0.05
o
9.045
>
20.04
o
.035
0]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

L B AR LR RN RN R RRRRN RN LR RRR AR LRRRN LRLR

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

A

0.8

0.6

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

0.4

0.2
O J—-‘G 1 111111 1 11 11 IIIIIII 1 1111111
= [ T
g [ 4 ]
1}- -k el :“:#qr -n-n-i--nn- s
- - !
0.95— : :
10 1 10

—— DM MRET_TT Tetraim

= e seecpressy
—— DOM™mKEIt"TTNEW; e;au t_specPlLess3
—— DOM_mKFIt_TT_NEWdetault_specPLess

~0.02
(2] »
§.018:—
(8] n
$.016F
o o
9.014F
(]
0.012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002

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

'....|....|....|...uli. L

o +OF

kS r

o r
1_—'

0.95L
=3

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates rate vs n

0.4

0.2

Ratio

2.

iy

0.95

o 0.5
%) .
> 0.45F

take+duplicates rate

©
N

o
© w ©
w g b

0.25F

iy
e




	Contents
	Page 1


