Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.2r T T
2 F : : :
L 0.18F -t Prrereeeeed SRRRD

> r . . . -+
L R A roseeceseed e
(] F . . .

5 E : : :
E0'14'_“““““; """""" :' """""" . """
0] r . . N
0.12F -+ nerrmerineensnaneens RPN b
R SR — S
0.08F - rrrrrfer S -

0.06f-+++evveeieeeneenee: e hd

0.04F oo # -

0.02 gl g #
o ]

Ratio

10 ll. 11 |. ||||. L
E ARALE I Tl 1l 1

1.2E H RN NE B G R
3 Z ;

1 SRR E LA REN 1L B SEE RAREREE

00 L0 i Gelf

fake+dupli

cates vs pT

T

©
(o]
L L

o
(o))
L L

Take+auplicates rate vs p

©
D
LI L

Pt FECEREPEREEPD 1- it =i e

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

1.5:—---- SCTETTIPPRPEFTS 29

@;mh}.ﬂ“

1 10 trac& P, (Ge\})o

DOMstep

B Mg%g ‘TT‘cQPl

D Mste e 1 re?fs
D Msleas TT‘ e

tNEWTOLDSAMPLE-relf

=0.05¢

o FE : i 5 :
e T P

I E
§0.04
O o
£.035F
o =

0.03f
0.025F

0.02E
0.015E

0.01F
0.005F

Ratio

Efficiency vs ¢

o0.05¢
% F:
2.045F:
S E
$0.04F
(5] E
£9.035F
T =

0.03F
0.025F

0.02F

0.01
0.005:

O:.IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

1afftzzt]-
- 4

Ratio

0 l ] T
At -
L2RTErH+
; -

1:i" B I e ol Y

>

o 2
. S
» 0
TTTTTT]

0352—---- :

0.25F -}

rake+dupllcate S rate vs
o
i)

o
[N
T

;. 5 ....... ....... *%I} ......

Y 1 .’! i

..........

[ fake+dupli

cates vs ¢|

o 0.21

e E 1 T i
L e ST SN SIS SRS

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


