Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.5

o 2
2 0a
NS

IENCY VS P

20.35

0.8

107 1

fake+duplicates vs P,

0.8

0.6

Take+auplicates rate vs p

0.2

— P S ———

&
0.4

: "'_.__._:-c--o- +

-
L ......I L

Ratio
N

X T
h.

—=— DQM_CKF _TTbar
—e— DQM_mkKFit_TTbar
—+— DQM_mkFit_TTbar-newTr2

o

o

=
IIIIIIIII

Ratio
=
TTTTITILTTT

s 0.1

e £ T
L
2 E: : : : : : :
3 0.08F - D e

o
£0.07
5}

4SO T B 8 S
R e

R
o.oag 1 §+++¢+

0.08fF -+ -ooeo- i

R S S I
0.01E

1.0

Ratio

1

0.9

1

0.9

a1
-
=t
P .

i

Huﬂ%MlHﬁ

TP @

take+duplicates rate vs

Ratio

o e o
.p - - .

o OW.Q,‘q . .
- N

o
© w ©
w_ g

take+duplicates rate vs

©
N

0.15

0.1

0.05]

0.25F

3 LRRN AR

13

]

Ratio

15

e

_._...,....»--q-_,.......-.._a--.-ﬂ




	Contents
	Page 1


