Efficiency vs P,

0.5

Vs p
o
. D

0.35]

ernciency

©
w

0.25
0.2
0.15

0.1

0.05

Ratio

105

1.05f

0.95"

fake+

duplicates vs P,

T

: : o | R e REr LR EEEE SRR -
. . %) o
"""""""""""" pTTTTTTTTTTTnTroTeoee > -
: : 5] -
"""""""""""" 0 T <
: : u 5
----------------------- o [
H . ]
. . o r
"""""""""""" SR OX:] TRRREPET T FRPPRPTERP SUCTRRPPRPI SRPPRPTOIRS
. . > -
-------------------- =]
. . + I~
: : e I
""""" © 04—
--------------------- :
-------- .-.------------E------------“":‘ T -
. N *
e il + """"
ewtslaghty ! i
L3 g
' TR TR 8 T R 1 I Uy Rt A
il : S a o RRRERREE
107 1 10 2 ® 107 1 10 2 N
‘?‘B P, (Ge\})O tracﬂ P, (Ge\})o
v Ul- i_lldl S(C] (T0ar-prmase L=-TrewgeoTTT
it_sTe| 1 ﬁjasel-new eom

§ M:mnf( le_step2_tt grriﬁ asel-newgeom
B Mf asq step?_ttbar-phasel-n

_plxeTCPE

wWg Rm
neric_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

O M T T T

L
1
A FHER TR UH L HH
: i i i 4
d L ] 1
g i L[ A B
15 1 k 25 K g
H [H i i i
-2 -1 0 1 2 3

TP n

Ratio

T

Mg

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.2

50.12
=
7 01
X

RO A A e
X : : : : T

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

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


