Efficiency vs P,

- 0.2
o

20,18 f

> -
2 0.16F
o
2 F
20.14
0]

0.12F

0.4F - :
0.08fF -+
0.06f -+
0.04f-++een-

0.02F - oy :
o sofrsnd gl
I r T
(ndd B ES
| SRR EEEEPEEE B PEASQESSSICUENESE00 0 Gu——

1 10 . Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

D_'_ I=---eeeee- - % """"" [ A W

1X:| SIRERN E R e R

e e e

Take+auplicaies rate vs
T

97 SNSRI, ISR SRR O

02 o + .........

I : +++"‘
o] L b bl
o LW 3 >
= L + b
] d -
x© C .
| R R E X E RN R R = SRR E R
- hdks

MKEIT_TToriginal
L

mkFit_TT p
mkFit_TT_pLW
mkFit TT pLW_IMP

<4

=0.05
[
§.045
2
$0.04
[S]
$.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005

Vs

Ratio

[y

o
©
C

Tl

wllll!llllllll
|

N

Efficiency vs ¢

o0.02

0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
10

n

take+duplicates rate vs

1.

Ratio

iy

P
TTTT[TTIT[TTTI[TTTT

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

o
© w ©
w_ g

0.25F;

take+duplicates rate

©
N

Ratio
P
=




	Contents
	Page 1


