Hil

OO0

|t cpe ?C 100

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

1_"' """""" ' """""" """"""
Y RS P — — —

T e e

Take+duplicates rate vs p
T

1Y) R e SR

0.2

T T T I T T T
i

ol @l ]
¥ H

Ratio

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

ercwr TO00BVT
CI"I —1000evt
Itt 4 T000evt

Oevi
Oet

e T S

o F S S

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

fake+duplicates rate vs n

0.4

0.2

S
r

10

o E y i

g 1 LA !

e E H 3 millfy
E it
0.9F ITHH L
83— 2 -1 0 1 2 3

[ fake+duplicates vs @]

fake+duplicates rate v!

° rl . |
g A ] L ]
m - - |- o 5 L LI I
- + E = 1= +4r| |

[ LT ! ¥

08 Til# TH-Hef e 1

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


