Efficiency vs P,

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

fake+duplicates vs P,

l_

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

0.02
0.018
0.016
0.014
0.012

0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F

0.002
Vel

[y

4

o
©
C

O : TTTT : =B ]
£ L M
107 1 10 102 10° 0‘2150’1 1 10 10?
== éi Sy
= i
r H H H H 0'8: H H
R0 S S S e . .
000 T D B S S
b S I S RS T e
. {#GH-H---E ---------------- L s e
NN +-g;-+ﬁ +--+;{z{ --------------- e . o
------ AL 1\ e I 1T ook f f
AT LA SRS LL I 10 g: s s
ot A 01
.&... s i i
-1 c:) 1

Tl

W
|

N

Efficiency vs ¢

T[T

TTIT
——

o LARIE LN LR

¥:
%
+
+
¥
.
+

I + ] : 4 4
4L A 14+ 4 411
1 :
H 4 HES - J-14 | 44
i L 11 1+
J
‘.'lh -+ <if1b

iy

Y I R s

0.95

W

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

0.1
0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06)
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

0

—

o

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

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

.....

FRVS)

iy

T -L|_|_|_!_|_|_|_|_!_|_|i|._|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|_|‘_|_|_|_|‘_|_|_|_|‘_|_|_|_|

0.95

.

i
s

L
+ + . .

+ T H 4l

41T I T T | fl+[+
bl SR R e s i 3
+< + | 4 H 3

+ 1 +1 Tl

5 +:

1 +11:



	Contents
	Page 1


