Efficiency vs P,

e e

T
9
foe

0 L

eficiency vs p

0.5
04 g

0.3 : : R

0.2 : SR - -

0.1 § AR e

Ratio

[y
TTTT] T T

o
©
a

=
o
iN

1 10

fake+duplicates vs P,

—
o i R S EEEREEE LR, P ottt
n r . . .
> -
(&) | . . .
Y R N R SRS s
0 r . . .
Q I
@
o L
S 0.6[ oo,
> - .
oS .
+ B .
S - .
S 04
B £ 23 :
B * '
V) S 1 - A S R SIS e
L + -
-
L Iy -
o 0 A L e vl T T
T r :
a4 r : +
| PR AR R TR0 AR U S 8 S PP
L : +[T T[4
L 4

—=— DQM_TT__Original

—— DQM_TT__Original-pLess

=0.02 . . : : :
g F 5 5 5 : :
T e
D I H . . . .

i N [ SR EEEER SELREREE SERERED RN N S
‘0 o : : : : :
D014 -+ bbb b,
® : : ;

0.012F -+ cheeenrinenens +

0.01F - ----- +++

0.008F
0.006f -+ i ++ RS LTI

0.004F 4} Tit SRS WY TH
0,0025_..+++.+.§+H+_*_+__; ________ ;_________;__+_‘f+++_5_f’c++__

Ratio

18

[y

o
©
a

[T
N
(@]
-
N
w

TP n

Efficiency vs ¢

s-0.01g
@ :
§.009 ;
[&]

o o o
o o o
o O o
N W D
LN AR LR RRRAR RRRREoE S v RN B
.

||'-|||

TP @

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio
N

[T
N
(@]
-
N
w

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.1
2
20.09
©0.08
2
£0.07
S
'50.06
3
$0.05
X
$0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

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

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

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

i

1.0

Ratio

)|
+
i
+
n
=
"
T
i

[0 5 CRRG g TN AR @ T 8 W G

0.95

{1\__:_:__:_:__1_!_|_!_|_ _L'.'.'.!.'.'.'.'.|.'."..'.'.|.'.'.'.'.|.'.'.'.'.|.'.'.'.'.{.'.'.'.'{.'.'.'.'{.'.'.'.'{.'.'.'.'




	Contents
	Page 1


