| fake+duplicates vs p_

Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.2

cyvsp

cle

0.12

R SRS S—
R S - —
XY, SRS R S—
) . . .

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

-

Take+duplicates rate vs p

Ratio

10

‘?‘sz (Ge\%)3

|

oaf
Y ENRR — T —
T ;

) R O SO SO0 I £ S
T
02—*+# """" """"""""

-
SUL R e I
H¥ ean ]

oosil] TRl Il

09- ]

107 1

11111

—ehoC

‘%ggég

||n{vcuu| 1660evt

%%igﬁ 1RO TLIERS 1000evt

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

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

Ratio

i
|

o
©
I

fake+duplicates rate vs n

o o
D )]
| T T T
_:¢ N
:—n—"
_.T"_'—E
== :
o = .
= :
%= :
=R :
—— ;-”””-E“““-
e :
—— :
=i B
—— B M
= S :
o ——,
; =

1 2 3

o
© w
w Ul

o
N
o

fake+duplicates rate

o
()

0.15E

o
o
0

10 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


