Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.5

ermciency vs p
o
D
I

A S W S
14 TN S R —
0.25f +-eeeeeseivreneneenes oo e
0.2F - i-gpte - Foeeeeeeeesd e
015 .- s ?{W‘b H
0.4F oo T ;
0.05F--+++-czereiereesreenne :

L IR S S S—

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

1.0 L I

Ratio

o
©
a N
T
a3
4—
——

‘10t 1 10

fake+duplicates vs P,

= l_ """""" ' """""" """"""

0.8

0.6~

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

0.4f--

0.2

Ratio

0.95L
107

MRFTL_T

Toriginal

mkFit_TTNEWHS
mkFit_TTNEWHS-d
mkFit_ TTNEWHS-c

e

0.25

efficiency vs
o
D
T

0 0 e
0.1:—-¢+\'¢<;;§+¢”"": """"
R R TR S o

“OWI

Ratio

0.95 {

Efficiency vs ¢

o 05

n : : : : : :
L S S

efficiency
o
D
T

RN SRR NS S N
R .-
A S

0.2

0.1E

LY. RS SOEE NS RIS S N

0

E LK T Lt A TS S Rt

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

FRVS)

Ratio

0.95L1

<_—0.5%

rate vs

o 2

. S

» 0
TITTLITTT

T

(%]

0.35

©
w

0.25§-

take+duplicate

o
[N

IIIIIIIIII I
i — .
- N
H H
N .
e P
— H

0.15F
0.1
0.05
PV | Frare

Ratio

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o 0.5
» : : : : : : :
P SR SR

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

o
© w ©
w_ g

take+duplicates rate

o T :
= . :
& AN gE
dE T

Tl3t1-1 1T

++] i

] ¥

0.95L .

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


