Efficiency vs P,

. S S e e

T

T ERSR — — - -

eficiency vs p

e S P e

AP SRR NS IR + ...........

i oo e

Ratio

0.95L

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,
~ 0.8

o o

0 E : : :

g OTp i P P
o E : : :

o 0.8t Brerereeeeees e
g r : : :

IS C : : :

S 0.5 et fromemeoeened R 1
=3 o H H H

3 E : : :

B e preneneneeeed e
Q E : : :

< E : : :

E 0.3__""""": """""" o P

A
0_1;i YU P b AR

Ratio

—=— DQM_TT__originalREDO

—— run_tt/DQM_TT__onlyHits_option0

0.8

0.7

efficiency vs n

0.5

0.65—--*---3-+-----§-+-++1f~-
E T #
0.4F

_—-_—_—_

7, ST S R s

L TS S S S S e

£ T e
L2 e
0.95:5 _:2 : :

Efficiency vs ¢

0.8

s e o s

efficiency vs @

0.6f% - SRR VNS SRR SN P

Frtan 34 R REFRERE
R e S A R
0.4

S s ot s s
T S S s

0.1

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.1
2
20.09
©0.08
2
£0.07
S
'50.06
3
T0.05E %
X
$0.04
0.03
0.02 : ; ; ; i
Y5 S MRS SOTS M S,

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

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

Ratio
e




	Contents
	Page 1


