Efficiency vs P,

~0.0%
o
£9.009
>
9.008
9]
.007
0]
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

Take+auplicates rate vs p

0.2

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

=0.01
[
2.009
(8]
9.008
5}
£.007
()
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

u é ++E+ -
- | + -Hi L 20 |
9 J—-‘-G_ 1 |||||||. 1 11 I. 1 11111 1 1111111
: T r :
: o [ B S
. | R R B B o o - -
0 1 ; 2 3 095-1 2 3
10™ 1 10 10™ 1 10
‘?‘Bp (Ge\})o trac% P, (Ge\})o
—— BOVEREE LTI N WSy specBresstion
—— DQM™m FIt:TT*NEW e;au t:sEecPLessS ow,|
—— DOM—mkFiIt_TT_NEWderault_specPLess4-low|
E T = 0.8 T T
o : » L : :
A s A > o : :
E : @ 0.7 ez R PEERRERE
S S E S SO [ C : :
E b S T e e A A S
E : 8 u : :
R TP PP T P PP PP P LT EPREPE EPPTPE S 05:_ """" .
E : 3 E : : :
e e ¥ - : : .
E : (] 0'4: : : !
E : ] F : : :
2 £ 03f-4- : -
é s 02f ;
EoTT [ T . T F : : e 1
E oo A 0.=------:-- L R R -EH
__I_.__.__._|__.__._.__.__|_:_.__.__._|__.__._.__.__l_:_.__._:_l__.__._.__._ o ;.\,O:' L | A | dy | AU (LY | Ly
. : : : : : IS r E : i ]
r : : : : : o L X : ! ]
I D CREEEET e deneas ERRTTEES 1= - -4 1 EE SEEEE RREE 1T
L : : : : : ] 0.95L : : : : ]
3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 =3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

Efficiency vs ¢

& 0.01
[
.009
[5)
$.008
o
£.007
(]
0.006
0.005
0.004

0.003
0.002

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

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

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

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.5p
0.45F

Y
>

take+duplicates rate

o
© w ©
w_ g

I RRRRNRRRE

r
-

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


