| Efficiency vs collection | | Fakerate vs collection
1

o
[y

0.45

Efficiency
Fake rate

o
~

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15

107k

S - i) i
— - —
5 F S -
o 2F o L
r 1+
1.5 B
1Egieipiegidd —ﬂ:—w """ % i 0.95L i i iy i i R
14, Sta0, 60 )X X 0b 1. JCC,, My, lnu ”/s . g 1 OWP '7’9/7 Owp,Jetq.,76t; Ixe/n X IX 101;7 /ezc 'm, 'm, U/sp/ up/
e’a/rra 3o ’Qigz;sr’fn/etrs"{’/ergf"gz %pa'fsrg/; ,pe/ggsssecs o,e,.?l’n n:gggfzggiz%,ga:gffﬁ,’ g ,/a/s IQ“""ET”"/;rs""ngfdg’%"%;/"szfn‘s/ﬁsssseCs % e, gnejgdsr elcs[i?ign,@
no {
—— NVoTTgiT LLI. 90—t
— E M_ IXX% g%g g U f'[(s‘, 86 3 1
| Duplicates rate vs ( —— “pixe em aggu ! uSFS -2 eg —
— _ |Xe SBE:F e U g Uare§8_5% ep
Q 0.0 oo oo T 0
© e C
30.009_—,_,_,_,_,_ a.oog_—
g o S T S T % E
D008t -008¢
[ S A =
3).007_— 0.007
0.006 0.006
0.005 T S A A MR AL A A S S SR 0.005F
T S et O % N 8 0.004F-
0.003 0.003
0.002 0.002
0.001 0.001
o @ o OF
— — -
& c |
1.5 0.5f
T T T TS '&e',"lv;,' "',f(','",;'"/;'/":&1;;'/;}<;"',,'""Z,"?i,g;‘;,—'&[,j,, O "o 70 o, Dot e T R e T TS,
era/r/a/SI ’Quadz’rnplé@i;t‘sre gz%ﬁig S?gj'rwe/egsssecszeg ng\gn %ggfdggse;gig,“@ é‘ra/ra/SI Qg adslr”l’/é”gnp/ecgfe l? é%gr’;i/ s?ﬁ”p/egssse“sleg ©R g;gn ,eggfdggsféf)?fg@



	Contents
	Page 1


