Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.2
0.18
0.16

efmciency vs p

0.12

0.1
0.08
0.06]

0.04F
0.02F

0.14F

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

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

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

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

fake+duplicates vs P,

- J—rmemer e [ A H

T YRR — R S—
Y 5| RO — R— S—

e

0.2

Take+duplicates rate vs p
T

o .0k

= o B

IS o d008dRa

o 1 -H T Fer At
3 b HES
E (114

0.95F 1T 4

o -+ I

=
o
L
-
=
o
o
o
8 F—
~Q,
iel
3
—
(@)
&
w

20.18F

20.16

2
20.14
b=

©0.12F
0.1

0.08

0.06F

0.04
0.02

Ratio

0.95]

b
y N (| T4 B
- M- posr - a0 -

>

q
o

09

Efficiency vs @

s 05

o
©
G

lency vs

0.35

effic

n
=] o
© n ©
N O
TTTH T[T T T T [T T T [T [T T [ TTT T TTTT

o
©S N © w
N O w O

fake+duplicates rate vs

0.15
0.1
0.05F

Ratio

(o RARAN RARRN RARRN RALL

A
N

[ fake+duplicates vs @]

fake+duplicates rate v!




	Contents
	Page 1


