Fakerate vs collection

| Efficiency vs collection |
1

o
o)

Efficiency
Fake rate
(@]

\‘

o
o

o
&)

0.4

=
o
18
I|IIII|IIII|IIII|IIII|IIII

1072

S R S SN RS S 5 S i 0.9 e i i | S 1
€neyMitia)c'OWmy ighp, 10615, Wta 0 Pk M . €Ny a7t WP Oh R O WREIClacy, TlacPXe s Mixey PiXey o O Te I8lCo, Mop SMop /S|
alT2lSteyy 1Qug LTrin, TringCheq Cheq Al TSty (Qua, ot Trn, TrinrCheg S Cheg+-airg A T/t €ss & CCSta XeRe "Seg 1 1Se o)
Acke P @Ay Plerg Pletsy Yua. LT Tackg P ¥ 184S Plerg Plers, TOug, U rineStep "Plets,SStey, €0~ Vegio,).Cde Re,
ks Yo St Slep” sy Plets ks tep WStep Step™ AdSig et - Slep P NS Sty

| =B M_U:’tigicﬁgi_igi&ég\%veuur_1uuut—:vt
Duplicates rate vs { —— E M - ﬁg
— & —% ié%%—%‘%%%ﬂhum 1000evt
R ouv.ug
P T :
0.009
>
9.008
o
0.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Q

Ratio

1 SR TR SNE N I S S

A S S S S S e T T S PR T S S N S T S S R S SN SR
e i OW 0, W3 ey, Bl PP M iy JOB 0 IETC o, Mo, Moy Ty 9ene,Mitia)s Wiy Vohp, Wy, Teta y eta Py Mikey ke LB 1 I8ICo, Moy, Mo, Jspy
AT IStepy QU X Trnr e Cheg ICheq s Pairg ST ass A €CS s Oere1See 1SechACsy, Tal T, USter, tQua X Trny L THinrCheq dCheg s Pairg e A Trp ks s s €CSig reRe N Sea o Se
Tacks P adstepp/eszgée’S@po‘la Usgglﬁ't\z’,:p A?/e,S’epSI@,{7 'S eg,o%/gids’e%?gs@}zg Tackg P ao’s,epple Szb/e Stepo”a Usgg/@;z‘t,? [7/8,818[]81&,‘7 lep - veg; e/g,e;dst
p b PIng,! D )



	Contents
	Page 1


