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

1.0

Ratio

o
©
a

Tr T T [rrrr IIIII
.

=
o
iN

1 10

fake+duplicates vs P,

— 0.1
o

2 0.09F
o E
T 0.08F

0
2 0.07F
©

3]

= 0.06f
3

S 0.05F
]

§004—
0.03F
0.02

0.0

V)

=0.05
[
§.045
2
$0.04
[S]
$.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005
Vel

e ©
O . : o 'ag
o e

Ratio
N

o
©
C

B

ikt bl

P

(OV e L LN R RN AR RN A RRN AR AR LRRR RALRE LERL

iN
o
N
w

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02
.018
.016

etjcIgnCyys

0.012

0.01F
0.008F

0.006
0.004
0.002

.014f

Ratio

1.0 H

e

4

e
L
s
A
&
ru
*
L
L

&

iy

W[TTTTT T
|
N

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
s-0.05g

2 :
D045k
C0.04F
@ y
£.035F
o .
5.0.03E
3 :
$.025E
X .
©0.02F

o )
© )
@ o 1l4 A E.

1 e 1T AESE R A S nd AR




	Contents
	Page 1


