Efficiency vs P,

10.05
o
9.045
>
20.04
@
2.035
[J]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

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

Ratio

1.9

10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

Ratio

i e
R g —
L T LS W
o

7] SRR N S— A

ob— ]

ul

'_\(D

0. .
ot 1

H
y
4
H

IIIdI SLE]
It STe|
Ie ste 2‘tt a

s a

llUdI TaSEL-TTEW
asel new eom

sel eom
sel newg

EOTIT

_pIX Generlc step2 ttbar| pﬂasel -newgeom

Vs

[y

0.95

Efficiency vs ¢

0.0

Ratio

o FE :
?\.0095’ """" e preeieeeeed

) E: : :
D008+ rbeeeebe b R SRR

‘O E: N N
D.007F e vbereenben b e

o E: : :
0.00BF -+ eeeeibeenehcnne oo
0,005 -+ eeerechonenebacenns RN R
0.004FF -+ bereechonenes R RO ITTE
0.003f -+ heeeechonenenidonenn. ERR
0.002FF -+ erereschonenes RS SRR PR
0.001EF -+ eseeribenenenshon b b
N I [ |

ERNS T T
1-—: -------- : ----- L SRR e R : ----------------
0931 0 1 2 3

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

) NS RN WO
RS NS T 2
S

0.2 ........

o
©
C

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

......

iy

Tl

W
|

N

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

fake+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

0.8 ereheee
0.6fF----- e
7 O O

0.2 ++eeene ]t

e

._.
]
i

Y = L E T




	Contents
	Page 1


