Efficiency vs P,

T
O
U

o
© »
~_ O

0.35

efmciency vs p

o
w

0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio
(=
s

— 3
107 1 10 '?'BZPT (Ge\}P

fake+duplicates vs P,

+~0.07
o
£0.009
@
$0.008
7]
20.007
o
30.006
3
£0.005 : ; :
X . .
T0.004F -+ ARREERLIEEES Freseeeeenen SRREERRERERD

0.0 ++eereeierereeenees SRR e
0.002F -+ fromen SRS e
O S s R RRE R
o q:_...'..'.:.'.'.".'!...'...'.'.'.:'.'.'!....'..'..'.'.'.'.".!....'..'..'.'.'.':'
= T
14 [

SR LRI e e

'C_)‘o
N
=
[
o
o
ot
8=t
~Q,
fe)
3
—
(@)
&
w

—SingleMuPtI0_mKFIt_bund

I_SingleMuPt10_mkFit_Fit

_SingleMuPt10_mkFit_100RescaleBack
SingleMuPt10_mkFit_100RescaleHalf

[wiwiwly
lelelele
g

o
o)

©
3

o
e

efficiency vs n

© o o o
N W D [6)]
TTT [T T [ TT T[T AT T[T [T T[T [rIrT

©
i

©
TTTT

Ratio

Efficiency vs @

s 05

—0.01
)
.009
%.008
%)
3.007
L
‘D.006
>
O
$.005
X
9.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

o QR
2 T
@ o

0.5

[ fake+duplicates vs ¢ |
o 0.0%

)
D.009E
B.008F
[%9) .
Q "
#.007F
Q :
.006F:
ke} .
$.005F
X .
9.004F
0.003E
0.002F: : : ; ; ; i
YR N T S M N
q:_i..'.'..'.!.i..'.'..'..'.i..'.'..'..'.i..'.!.'..'.i..'..'.'..'.i.'..'.'..'..i

Ratio

T SRISCIS:IURMOR: RO SRR SO




	Contents
	Page 1


