Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.1
0.09
0.08f
0.07

efmciency vs p

0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02

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

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

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

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

B o

‘?‘BZpT (Ge\%)3

fake+duplicates vs P,

= e [ <

o
fos)
I

Take+duplicates rate vs p
o
(o))
——

o©
~

0.2

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

] i i 1
b ¥
ll lllllll
4 |-'r"rn E.
+ B =+ .
ARk
RHES

\¥ IIﬂ‘VCL,lUI TOUOUEVT
ggdev{ =

=0.05
©.045
80.04
o
9.035
5
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

T
Toaaq
EnE

.. |

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

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

E : : ! : : “
olwn-'...l....|....|....|....|....‘
= X ! b ! ! f
< I A L 1 el HrtLl
a g [ N LET i

1 4F

[ i B N

o
©
Kol

TP n

Efficiency vs @

=0.02
9.018F
> =

9.016F
.2 o
-§).Ol4-§-

R =
0.012F

e
et

0.006F-
0.004F
0.002F

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

fa)
o LW 5
T K ; T
o i : T+ LI
2 b 2 . -} E g
1 -
H: |- 3 -} = EdEd
H 0 41
0.95! ~

%iﬁ?ﬁ—]‘%%ﬂ%bmms 1000evt

= 0.8

fake+duplicates rate vs

o o
© v ©° w
N 01w O

fake+duplicates rate v!

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


