Efficiency vs P,

+0.05
o

9.045
>
20.04
o
.035
0]
0.03
0.025

0.02

0.015

0.01

0.005

Ratio

1.0

o
©
a

fake+duplicates vs P,

o : o~ = A
E : I 1
Frrrmrrrrrrrres SRR > L
E : o L
s S T
E ! B 0.8 e
E : 4 3
R R R L SEEEEEEEEEE Q L
E : ©
o : Q B
Eoo e Q. 0.6k
E : = L :
T S :
o : + I :
E : g r :
3 H """""" o L T S R
3 Wt §
2 0.2fH-------- A
= Y| ——— I I I
5 £ I
[ 4 ! L)
1 L LR LE R PP 11HHI-.“‘=;“-0::1P H = S B R LR R T
[ : I
-1 = :2 3 095-1 : 2 3
10™ 1 10 10™ 1 10
‘I‘Bp (Ge\} trac&p (Ge\}
T T
+—-—§ M:V\%BB;;EBH%%BB :‘e’é a:ﬁ EI :'“ab:?’?c'h
—— D M:V8881:R88888888 —Global—m FI: atch32
—— DQM_V0001-R000000001—Glo mKkFit—batch64

=0.02
[
.018
(8]
9.016
5}
$.014
()
0.012

0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

Ratio

Vs

0.04f---

..........

I
I

- SRR R -
P 1 ' A ' AT |

0.95

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02

etjcIgnCyys

.018
.016
.014

0.012

0.0

0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

Ratio

&

1.0

A

-

| LR I Y L LA __"..'.!.'.'..'.!.'.'..'.!.'.'.!.!.'.'.!.!.'.'.!.!.'.'.!!.'.'.!{.'

w

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates rate vs n

0.4

0.2

2.

T T [ [ T T [T 17T

..........

Ratio

0.95

T

2 3

track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.5p
0.45F

Y
>

take+duplicates rate

o
© w ©
w_ g

o
© N
N A

O J..k.ru‘-. 1 . + t 11 .
= II: TS E :
H 114 o 1 )

o 13 . ANES
15 - 5 B B B - 2
i 41 LG ARPYRES ARG T4
A =|1] o )
B ¥ 2 !
0.955 = :
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


