Efficiency vs P,

10.05
o
9.045
3
©0.04
@
2.035
[J]
0.03
0.025

0.02 i ;

0.015F i (TR H

: L4 +H 1
0.01:—----+----§-----+ ----- L Y B
0.005;—----------: ------------ FRRRRR S
oF bl

8 M 41 [ :

T E + 1] :
@ -7 s - AT
0.955— - :3’-“ ---------------

=
o@
N

1 10 . Gedf’

| fake+duplicates vs p_

~ 0.8

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

Ratio

0.7:—-*-------; --------------------------------------
O] o R PTE
055—"-# ----------------------------- e
O LR RRRRR SILTLLI RN I LRRLIITILLE
: * -
0.3 ----greeimmmmmmrmrmembeeenaef b
I i
0.2+ Sl FREED & G INSURERLIEES
H
o R . A S 4 B
ok Bt
Y| ST Rraraeer L | A R,
15— ++*%+ T “:-0- LI .
0.955—-“ LR 3 1 1

0.9

=
o
N
.
.
o
H
o
3
e}
;
.
@
2.
=5
w

—— DQM_TT__CKF_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__CKFLowWPtT_ORIG
—— DQM_TT__CKFLowWPtT_MODIF

=0.05
[2]
§.045
2
§0.04
Q
$9.035
3]
0.03
0.025
0.02

0.015 :
0.0 ¥

0.005F ;

o ks !

IS E 1

o 1:—- thhadidkia -4
0.9f- [
08z 1 0 1 2 3

TP n

Efficiency vs ¢

20.05¢
o F
2.045 ;
Q .

‘6‘ 15 -4-F{+ <+1-|- 44 4
H + 4 + :

o L AL 4 [T [ 4 ]
H- 4 8 T4
H-- + SEESHSEYRA -}

0.9 *
H: -+ + -+
+

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

2.

iy

0.95

rrrrrrrrrprTTT
|L =

o

N

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

S
0
>

fake+duplicates rate

0.5k

o
© w ©
w_ g

0.2F

0.45F

ey




	Contents
	Page 1


