Efficiency vs P,

0.2
o

ERORT: S S —

> F : : :
O R R oo b
o) N N N

)

S0.14

[}
0.12

0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02

10Q

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

R SRR S — —

Ratio

1.1

n
|'k:

1]

T TTT O[T IT T TTI]T
re
<+

=
o
iN

| fake+duplicates vs p_

T

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2

=
o
iN

1 10

2 ttbar-
ttbar-phasel-ne

M

M”angle_ste|
Mﬁas ste
M‘pallxeTCP

asel-ne

wgeom

it Ul‘k%i_lldl SLE] ((Oar-prrast L=-TTewgeoTIT
mkFit_stepZ_fthar- ﬁ“asel-new eom
wrg Rm
neric_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

= 0.
2
20.09
2
50.08
o
£0.07
[}
0.06
0.05
0.04

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

0.03 {4
0.02 SRR 1
0.0 +¢*~4
Y U I I U D I B
£ °F 1RL T TR TR
@ ab-- LT B 1
1 HHITHIS '
93— —2 -1 0 1 2 3

Efficiency vs ¢

TP n

20.05¢
%) :
.045F
Q :
50.04F
&) .
§9.035E
o :
0.03F
0.025F- -
0.02f%
0.015H
0.01E
0.005E

Ratio

+QFT

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

T

iy

0.95

W[TTTT
|
N

track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

S

fake+duplicates rate vs

Ratio

0.8

o
3

o
o))

o
ul

o
»

©
w

©
N

: P S T P
AatSERRE L e it Mt Sihac




	Contents
	Page 1


