Efficiency vs P,

| R S EELREEL LR, ' """""" """"""

T

T IR — — —

eficiency vs p
T
@

T S e S
) T P ——

02 o S— A

ofF— ] ] ]

Ratio
* !

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,

~ 0.8

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3F

0.2

0.1

DOM_TT_origimal_| |owP

DOM_TT _newbranch_lowpt

DQM_TT original_lowpt_pLess
DOM_TT newbranch_lowpt _pLess

0.8

oy L . . . .

7] r . N N H

z 07' . . ..,... 2 ..

> A e P P l.!"l'.. """""" P

O R

[} - @ . . . L

‘5 0.6F st 8@ Beeeeees Teeg i s

= F e v 2 @

° e .
0.5__""""'""'9"""""""""5"' """"" "."

re : o : Do :

0.4F----- R S A P
(<! RTTE SEUPPLIS SETTRRY SRR SRRSO B

RS

IS

o4

9-0.8:

o
3

efficiency vs
o
N

o
&)

n

o

[$)]
RN AR AR LERRN LRRRN LRRRE LRLRY RLRY

Ratio

fake+dup|icate s rate vs
o
w

o
[N

o 2
2 0a
NG

035

0.25

0.15

0.05

T3

FPIErE ATEEETINE APETEErE ATSTATATE APATATArE AR
T T

S
[’
>

fake+duplicates rate

Ratio

0.5

0.45

©
»

0.35

o
w

0.25E

0.2
0.15

_‘_ '_ mﬂr... -.-_.-'—_,,5-_‘_

-- P -l-"ﬂ- ------ -.-,qn-

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

_—,E---+--*+4+*++++ "" -l-q...+ """ o +++++ ++‘H’

I N | R R B

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


