Efficiency vs P,

0.5

vs p
o
>
T

©
»
|

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

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

ernciency

©
w

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

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

Ratio

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

08 o
O T— S—
) S P ——

7] SRR N S— A

[ T " N—————

o el v
§ r
n PR 3 | n
e b b S

0. . .
107 1 10

e{lrl]h |rsrergegmmo

e s

9
Sfoa
elEI'E -21

w
=

=

X
==

bt

o
o
a1
AN AR RN LR RN LR LRR RN RS RLRRY AR
—-—E

0.03F-fILJIM AT R
0.02 ﬁ
0.0 A N T

o lG:....i....i....i....i....i...

T E | il ] [

e T TIELIT RO T[T LRI [T

oof EH L i
0831 0 1 2 3

TP n

Efficiency vs ¢

20.05¢
o F
§.045 ;
Q .

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

-y
£

0.95

R e
s s SO SO S
S

R s s e e

R e SR EP TR ST P SEEs ]

-2 -1 0 1 2 3

[3
w

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

fake+duplicates rate vs @

R
X RS SRS Sy Sy N Ne
)RR S

S s s

i e T e peeneees

Ratio

R
R

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


