Efficiency vs P,

+~ 0.2 T T
2 : : :
L 0.18F -t Prrereeeeed AACERRRLREED
> E : : :
S 0.16f--------meieeeeeeee Prenneeeeed o RRRRLREEE
) : : :
o
S 0.14
]
0.12
0.1~
0.08

Y RS SR A
E s : %,‘"ﬁ

0.045— -------- B +¢+ *Hr# +]

0,02+ i ot T *

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

10F

Ratio

o
©
a
e AL
— v -
H—§
-
-
—i—4
Y
W
oy
4
e
o
T
<
H
4

107 1 10

fake+duplicates vs P,

= | R [ A

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

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

Take+auplicates rate vs p
T

©
»
|

-
= R T
m an ate-stafkrr
—— DOM™m Ft:TT*ﬂanU ate-gystErr
—— DOM—mKFit_TT_JanUpdate-bothErr

lenc
o
o
[¢0)
{ ML AR RARRE RARR

L.

T[T [ TITT [T TrTT

Ratio

Efficiency vs ¢

o-0.05¢
o E
Q.045 ;
(8] .

o 2
2 0a
NG

[RFTT[ T[T [ TIT [ TITT[TrTT

0.35

0.25
0.2

take+duplicates rate vs
o
w

ARLN LRRRE RS PAL

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o 0.5
%) .
> 0.45F

o
© w ©
w_ g

take+duplicates rate

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


