Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.2

efmciency vs p

0.12F

0.1
0.08F
0.06f
0.04F
0.02F

0.18F
0.16F
0.14F

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

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

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

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

fake+duplicates vs P,

-
o T oo e e L
F e L e

7 SRR SO S—

T e e

Take+duplicates rate vs
T

1Y) S A e SR

Y ARSI SR S— A

ol—— ] vl ]

Ratio

e A TR AR JUuae |
A RAA AL s AR aa R |

.

-1 2 3
10 1 10 tralcQ P, (Ge\}P

Ty

20.09
20.08
o
50.07
5
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0%

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

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

Ratio

0.9

0.

|

w

T e T

S T s

fake+duplicates rate vs n

S S R

L e s e

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs @]

i EEEREES ERRRERRN T PREEEREE T

o
fos)
]

o
o
I

fake+duplicates rate vs @

°
N
I

o
(S

Ratio
r
L |ED

0.95

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


