Efficiency vs P,

0.2
o

L 0.18F--wwrrerrier b
P : -
< O J 5] e REE TR EEPET EEPEPEY FPEE PP PPEPE PR PR PPEPEPEE
[} o
> . F
E 014__ """""""""""""""""""""""""
o o
.12 wwwrrredemnre e
(O e ARRRRREE (L (L EE L RELL LLREEEREE

0.08F--------- - [

0.08f-++-veesienseens N0 O[OS SO
0.04F | ITTILYS (O O
0.02F ., bt
a A "..+.|+“+.+ +“
o +w .
=] : 4
o :
1 - --u?u-

=
o

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

l_

0.8

0.6

0.4

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

0.2

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

Ratio

iy
TTTT T T

107 1

UUUUL}

[Sejeieele

TTTTTTTT]

DD DD
QD Q0!
(D DD,
C

%gwa 200
i @g_
eglsteps |
esU—stepZ—]|

N
=]

=0

5000

[cooo

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

[y

0.95

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.2
g
2018
2
_90.16
o
£0.14
[J]
0.12
0.1
0.08

0.06F
0.04F-
0.02F

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

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

1.0

Ratio

||H|||

n
o

S rateys
© o
o
=

I

$.035F

<0.02F
0.015E
0.01

.
T

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

s 0.5
[
>0.45F

o
© w ©
w b

]

0.25F

fake+duplicates rate

©
=0 N
1

0.05]

&

Ratio

A PP BT | A |
R R T2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


