Efficiency vs P,

+0.02
o

) 018F ik
PN s :
&.016_—"--------5
2 C :
@'014-_"""""f %
o r :
0.012F----------itd
001:— i
0.008F iHH-

0.006f
0.004F
0.002F

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

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

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

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

1.9

Ratio

107 1

10

'}sz Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

10.07,
o

9.009
008
007
006
005

004
003
0.002
.00

QE

o Tg(etgu%caggs r_@,te

o

Ratio

0.5

n
a

m

CP!

B l\V/i OTT I(I.;.Idl P ‘pT e
DOQM: é)

DOMI

DOM

aV] ULUU
oozoetgg 83) Op4

SIeP
ptIto20 eta0p0t00p4

Tty

Zofsregt

=0.01
[2]
.009
Q
$.008
‘©
#.007
(3]
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
.0

Ratio

H
T

0.95

Efficiency vs ¢

20.05¢
o E
.045F
Q :
50.04F
&) .
.035F
o :

0.03F
0.025E

0.02F

0.01:
0.005
o +R
T : E
o H ]
1 1.—5--qr-1r-?r- - -
0¥ 1 0 1 2 3

—0.01
)
B.oog
®.008
1)
$.007
Q
‘B.006
>
gJ.oos
X
$.004
0.003
0.002
0.007]

Q=

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
0.0 : : T T T T
2 SO VOO T TVt
9-009g: -+ T o T S

T T SR S
@ = : : : : : :
T SRUN S R AR
L F: : : : : : :
A R
3 E: : : : : : :
o SR S AR A
4 F: . . . . . .
L i S S S
T Il LN S LR
il LN S LR

Y17 RS SIS NS MU FS N
q:_i..'.'..'.!.i..'.'..'..'.i..'.'..'..'.i..'.!.'..'.i..'..'.'..'.i.'..'.'..'..i

Ratio

TRt RISCIES RS SRS SR




	Contents
	Page 1


