Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.2

efmciency vs p

[0(01:) SeRREERRPRRE RS :
0.04F -+ e
0.02f-+++rrererirrrreeeeeees SR

0.182—----------§ ------------ ------------ -
0.16F ' :
0.14F
0.12F : : .
01— ------------ ------------ --------
0.08fF -+ e oo -4

- o
ob— et o a0
o +Wf 3
= [ L
&u [ UL
iy E ARRREAREARA S A
[ + T+
[ T

o
)
OL'|
N

[EEN

‘?‘sz (Ge\%)3

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

-

Take+duplicates rate vs p

Ratio

]

0.4

0.2

“""";";';"";;;;;H';ﬁ+

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

T

-
e
e

—ehoC

11111

Sgd..n{vmu. +6p0evt
%%igﬁ 1RO TLIERS 1000evt

E+.+.+¢.|.....|....|....|....|..ﬂ'.
Sk M
3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

TP n

s 05

o
©
~ O

0.35

efﬁmency VS

o
w

0.25

o ¥ 3 : FRANNES
< H- +ITT. o T
a:s i AR AR LT+
Eig 3 ;
- J 1 T4 T +:
LT 21 [ |+ 1
0.95 ; d
3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

o
©
[fal
W[TTTT T

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

e

[ fake+duplicates vs @]

fake+duplicates rate vs @

1

o
fos)

o
o

°
N

o
(S

el

-
- F
L

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


