Efficiency vs P,

- 0.2 ; .
T S 2 .
> I H H .
2 0.16F
0.14F
0.12

ermcie

fake+duplicates vs P,

— | T Y

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

o
©
T

©
o2}
T

0.2} ﬁﬁ
'-hf *4—
I S

0 1 ||||||||

©
»
|

Take+auplicates rate vs p
T

o
IS
o
—=— DQMstep3 TT_CKF
—e— DQMstep3_TT_default
—+— DQMstep3_TT_defaultNEWTepol10
= 0.1 - - = 05
@ E E E
L R R AT S 0.45
9 E { : :
S 0,08 - -eree e B 0.4

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

TTT
S

o
o
N
TTTT TTT]T
TRt
‘_._-n-o-
- .
¢
c-
-q.
*4
_._-o-
+
-t
"'*r

Ww
||||I||||I||||I||||I||||I||||
++ ++++ "
+

--------- L e

* 4, . ‘-b
1_,* N’ﬂﬂ “'+,;++’l’ mﬂﬂwu 4¢-¢+ +" +
-3 -2 -1 1 2 3
TP N

Ratio
|||||I T T

Efficiency vs ¢

50.05 —
2 .
gorsg
T S ;'""{"5 """"
(5] E . . . . . .
085 by + ------ R
(]
0.03:
0.025,++
%++ ; : :
AR A SR e & N st

015 by ii.+-+é---i-------5
0.015 - #ﬁﬂ*iﬁ## g ¥ #ﬂ&*ﬂﬁﬁ?

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

0.01F+
0.005

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

Ratio

TP @

0.35

0.25F

take+duplicates rate vs
o
w

o
[N

0.15k
-
0.1
0.05

Ratio
N

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o 0.5
%) .
> 0.45F

o
© w ©
w_ g

fake+duplicates rate

:’_I....I....I....I....I

g
»O
TTTTIC

Ratio

080t tbtas Fidtas g st taaiarhit b
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


