Efficiency vs P,

+0.05¢ T T
o E : : :
D.045F--oveeeriee e S AR
> E : : :
©0.04F - wreeriveneneens RRRRR A RPN
Q E : : 1t
D035 e RS e sneenee
) E : : :
0.03F-+eeeseivnsnenenene SR Fdreeenns
0,025 -+rfrrr oo - A—
0.02F -+ fromen e s
L SR SR A 111 E—

001:_ """"" ; -------- @ *jp - -u-i ............
0.005F ; L4l + :

o 1QF— Foptyl o ]
= E B T+
©  1aF---AE=Fbv R A AR -
o E 41
F + o
1 4 4414 et | e
E TLIF] | ]+
0.9F L | e oY R E R E .
E +1
0.8F

=
o
N
.
.
o
-+
o0,
e}
.
@
2.
=)
w
=
o
N

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Qe FEEEREEEEPR -

0.8

0.6

0.4

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

0.2

o 1QF Lyl e

= o N R H

© o H B :

o 1.05F 4 feeeennnnns
15"'_,; o e --lEI-I-I---O-----l

0.95

i
D
—_—— P = fg} yfate fbar S i- wgeom
—— I—pixe|CPETel ale <! uar sle ar-| asel-newgeom
—_— I—pIXE|CPETE! ale! i uar —Sle ar-| asel-newgeom
—_— I—DIXe g: e ateCurCni uar I—sie { ar-ppasel-newgeom
—_— I—DIX€el Elel ate Chi uar —Ste| ar-pnasel-newgeom
=0.02F e -

)
2.018
() n
D.016F
‘0 o
$.014F
[J]
0.012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002
.0

Ratio

1.1

[y

Efficiency vs ¢

o0.02[
o F
.018F
3 I
9.016F
SO16E
©.014F
o :
0.012F

0.01E
0.008F

o
o
I
s
-

o
D
I T
-

fake+duplicates rate vs n

o

o]
T T !

:g.

-
-

g

o

©

1ol
[T

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o 0.8

o
ul

o
»

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

fake+duplicates rate vs

W

PP LY\ ST
i,

iy

et
PR 1Y
+




	Contents
	Page 1


