Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.5

o 2

. S

E )]
TTTT

IENCY VS P

20.35

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

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

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

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

=i =

= 0.2

. Gedf’

| fake+duplicates vs p_ |

-

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.2

1| RE—
|r § TTTTETTI|IT|||T§|“|

0.95

g) r
20.18
(C) r
5 0.16
5] E
£0.14F
(]
0.12F
0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F

Vs

0.02F-

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

Ratio

TP N

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.051
o F
Q.045 ;
2 ]
90-04 ;
o .
).035F
(] .

0.035¢-1- 11|
0.025f---
0.02ff-

0.015F
0.01E
0.005

1.0

Ratio

||'-|||

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

2.

iy

A,

gl
HerrT

0.95

: ||||||5l' '||5|||||
- . _:1

"
3 2 1

2 3
track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

take+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

T T T T T
-
-4
==
-+
e
-
-
I
Y
4
'Y
a
-
Y
-
-
o
F Y
-
Y -
- 3
-
o
-
-
=
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
Ak

w
N



	Contents
	Page 1


