Efficiency vs P,

— 1.2

o -

0 -

> L

3 e -
2 L

9] - : : :

Q - : : :

5 0B[ i oo A

(o)) I feaeaaand -----

oabo s *’ .......... ) “:;++iﬂ+ |

fake+duplicates vs P,

© o
o2} ©

©
»

Take+auplicates rate vs p

— | [ ETEEPEEEE e e - )

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

P SNSRI SRS SR ; 0.2
o O ke
IS r IS
T 0.8f- T
0.6f
-1 2
07110 celf
—— DQM_CKF_TThar
—e— DOQM_mkFit_TTbar
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU-ncp
—— DOM_mkFit_TTbarPU-newTr4
. 2
> 0.7k 80.45
c s S 04
S o .
G 0.6 o
£ F £0.35
F o
0.5 5 03
- 3
0.45— Z];)O.ZS
0.3'_ fE 0.2
0 25 0.15
h: 0.1
L > 0.05
.gL_bo'n.*..!....!....l....l....!..T. -8 0 : :
Moot B o
T A T S R AN S 2 S VU M
L+E * H‘H#{H##ﬂﬂ# #& Sl s ¢+:++++“ H”o . o’ :
o : M v e e Vet
0.95 i H H “ H 4' B ..“‘t** st Y ““"**t*a. .
=3 -2 -1 0 1 2

Efficiency vs ¢

’ 14&&1%&&&&%%% ﬁ

TP @

-3 -2 -1

1

2 3

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


