Efficiency vs P,

T
=
N

eficiency vs p

Ratio

efficiency vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6~

0.4

0.2

B
|
"

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

0.95L

107 1

|fake+

duplicates vs P,

+0.02
o

YT ISR S—

(]
®.016
®.014
)
2.012
>
5 0.01
(0]
?@.008

0.006f
0.004F
0.002F

Ratio

1. OF

107 1

[—— DQM _XIMInus_ofginar
—e— DOM_XiMinus_newbranch

—— DQM_XiMinus_original_pLess
—— DOM_XiMinus_newbranch_pLess

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs

C
. H H H H H
| ISR B A AT N A AT B AT | £

b

‘lluuﬁullll||11§1|uuuuiuuuuuilll||111|1§1||1II|‘
|||I||IT;IHI|||||I;IIII|IIIII;IIIIIIIIII;I|||||IIII;IIITI||‘

0.95

3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

TP n

Efficiency vs ¢

S

efficiency vs

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

=0.02
[

@.018

B o16f
1)
$.014f
Q o
B.012F
3 F
7 0.01
X n
3.008

0.006
0.004
0.002

TTIT T T T[T TTT]

Ratio

J_.\‘C-lll

0.95L

track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

0.0

9 3 i :
§00% :
B.008F : :
%] F: : H
B.007E- |-t :
Q 1 . :
Tﬂ.ooe}:- 1 :
= : :
%.005::% AT [
X E: N
-59.004;5— HIE
0.003F 13
0.002E ;
0.001EF -+ ereseshoenehonenns R RN
AT , i Lo i
o W HERENRHES
T T ; ’
o H : ‘
0954 H-H T EEH-HF - HH-H:
-1 0 T2 3

|
w

|
N

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


