Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.5

o 2

. S

E )]
TTTT

IENCY VS P

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

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

¢|+

o

B e '

fake+duplicates vs P,

— | T -

T ERSR — — -

T S e -

Take+auplicates rate vs p
T

O R AEERRRLELE! B Freeeeeees e
0.2-_..........5 ............ E..ir ........ 1 .‘: ............
i : 3 = .
o Lo .......! L ......! ) ......! L
A : 11
T P TH-f- e
ST I S
3 : [
107 1 10

=0.01
[
2.009
(8]
9.008
5}
£.007
()
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
.0

Ratio

[y

|
(¢ IR B AL

0 1

o
©
C

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.0 " " T T T T
o S N T
S A

2 E . . . : : :
®.008E- - peeeeee Peeeeee AR e
5 E : : : : : :
8.007 - e Beeeeee Free Breeeee
@ E: : : : : : :
0.006------ peeneee Peeeeee R AR
S R S S S
S
7SO S S e

L S S R AR
O T AR A A

1.0 H

Ratio

-
A
L
oL
r
e
r
o

pey

08|

X S R R O

take+duplicates rate vs n

O fi it

oaf- g4+

Ratio

H
I
¥
-
2
¥
.
a
%
:

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

0.8¢
0.7E
0.6F:

0.5F

take+duplicates rate vs @

o . I ]
= H: 1 .
¢ H: 1 .
o 110 b 2 [ DY A R F
1! SRR s S - o - - 2 P I
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


