Efficiency vs P, fake+duplicates vs P, |

- 0.1 - T T —

70 S TN B e i

i + .
> : : : [ e +H: :
20,08 e S R 08_"+"""L1€f ..... t *J ............
9] : : : : : :

20,07 e 5 G
[} . . H
0.0 -++eeessiseeeeens Beeeeefet
0.0BF---+eeeseierereennns SRR IR

§'§§++;+++++++++’H+#+‘ : |
I R AR T E /| L A TR & SRR
0_015—------4f ----------- + ++ ++ a """"" : E E**H*“H‘ +++++

q ___._._._g._*_._._.._.!___._ ______________ q| il ....T..! L

T S s e

TTTT
Take+auplicates rate vs p
T T T
+

1 TR ——

Ratio
Ratio
N O

T
i
v
-+

o.s_—-----------l ------------ + e _jj+ -
[ sty vt gt | l 5 [ i i
107 1 10 2 3 107 1 10 107 2
‘?‘B P, (Ge\})o trac% P, (Ge\})o

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

4 E : : : : :
2,018 T oy U
8 o : : : : :
L S S S
(8] L . . . . .
£0.14------ R S A P
o : : : : :
0.12F - 1» """" A P

0.8

0.6

take+duplicates rate vs n

e e e
s T S
R St L S
0.04F----- + + -------- + ------- 0.2
0.02f -+ ﬂ- -------- ¢+ﬂ+*++* ++ +++

0.4

Ratio
Ratio
S

Efficiency vs @ [ fake+duplicates vs o]

e R L AR SR SRR S

YIERMNE TS MR S

e st ot s S

i

o

o

<
take+duplicates rate vs @

) e -

k bbbl 40 o4
0.2kt --++ff§- 7 -y *’h?;**ﬂ?* T

Ratio

Ratio

N
]
¥

%

}

*

K

¢

¥




	Contents
	Page 1


