Efficiency vs P,

0.5

vs p
o
>
T

efriciency
o
D
TTTT I

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

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

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

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

H
o

-+
o0,

e}

;

o)
2.

=)

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

T

| R e e e

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

7 RS N ASSORON N S
o W : - 1
IS r 1T ]
04 r A1 ]
1_— - - E--n-’
095:1 :2 .
10 1 10 trac% P, (Ge\})o

T
5]

o
©
C

E_ | sl ¥ ...
Eu P | 'l T Y Y | P TIPS 1 P | Y
.1 1|
532 -1 0 1 2 3

Efficiency vs ¢

s 0.01 .

(2] : :

Q.OOQ ; :

Q . .

$.008E ;

g ; :

.007E ;

0] : :

0.006 ;

0.005f; ;

0.004f

0.003

0.002ff -

0.002E- AT 44 Al
. Fa'd - A
OFkL: L L i

9 1.WJ E E r

3 : : :

o 0 : :
l_: - -wnn-:;r

0gsl LLLLELLLLLS 5 L ] 4

fake+duplicates rate vs n

o o 1

Ratio
o

BAREE ARES.
N
(@]
-
N
w

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

T

0.8

0.6t}

fake+duplicates rate vs @

0.4F

0.2F

Ratio

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


