Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.2

efmciency vs p

Ratio

oy
[

>
o

0.18

0.16F
0.14F
0.12F

0.1
0.08F
0.06f
0.04F
0.02F

1.0

M W L
T
L HulE]
4 HEES
o LT
1 ki |-
g +
+ b 5

10

‘?‘sz (Ge\%)3

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+duplicates rate vs p

Ratio

]

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

T
e
4 §
u g 4
———

o . + Fe
F |l 1] L[+ .
R AR AL b5 PR e
ESh T T :
r L
0.9 ff{------3" +

0.8

=

o
iN

I

T

0.2

©0.18F
50.16F

2
20.14
b=

©0.12F

0.1
0.08F
0.06

Ratio

0.04F-

0.02F -4+
r\:tﬂﬂhuuuluuuuluuuuluuuuluu
ERES

S

efﬁmency VS

Ratio

0.5

o
©
~ O

0.35E

H: 4 1l SARRERNE
H: T =2 .. . | | o
i T HELITTT T :
AR pAES s 11+ pE
e [ T ] suleE
-1 0 2 3

¢

igllggé8§llﬂ{VCblUI +6p0evt
=B %ﬁgﬁ‘ﬁ 1RO TLIERS 1000evt

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

Trrre
e ——

b

[ RAAANRERARRERRI REREY

[ fake+duplicates vs @]

fake+duplicates rate v!




	Contents
	Page 1


