Efficiency vs P,

+0.05
o
9.045
>
20.04
o
.035
0]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

1.0

Ratio

-

o
©
al

'c_;‘(j
3
.
.
o
-+ =

e}

;

.
o
2.

=)

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

l_"' """""" [ """"""

IO = EEREPRR HIAE £l ¥ [ Y 5 o R o R PP
]_E—O~ = AR ELEEEEEEEEEEE]

I TTOTTOTTT
Eit”TT _néwstu
Fit"TT newStu 4
Fit"_TT"newstu
FIt_TT_newStu

o lGE' NI | ) | ) | I | I | ! I
E 105;—- I Anli ‘
¥ Nt : :
0.95F- {- |t H
0.9E :
-2 -1 0 1 2 3

TP N

Efficiency vs ¢

o-0.05¢
o E
Q.045 ;
(8] .

o
2 ] ]
© ] H
o 1] A - {1411 EE GRS
< k K
| LIS R
b, ARER A 4171 -+ | i
0.950- .1 14 T +. e f

o
©

|
w

|
N

|
[N
[N
N
w

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

£,
£
R4
R
iF
%,

0.95

iy

W

S
(%]
>

take+duplicates rate

0.5 - " T T T T
TSR RS O - -

o
© w ©
w_ g

©
N

TR T T S TR LT T Ot
ST

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

...........

ey

] r
e




	Contents
	Page 1


