Efficiency vs P,

- 1.2

efmciency vs p
=
I

S S T— SR
SRS RO — S—
] SRS S SR

I S S SR S

Ratio

|

— 3
107 1 10 '}BZPT (Ge\}P

fake+duplicates vs P,

~ 0.5

p

4
>

Take+duplicates rate

Ratio

L R HISRRts o oo
0.4 - oo
e HSRls & SIS
R R N SEEE ST
O Rttt [ S ERES SIS
0.2F oo fromeenfes R R
0.152_""""""""""1; ';"' BE
.- froeens SR R R S
0.0BF-+e-eeresieresenekl 1 R -
q_'j""
do Bl
107" 1 10 tralc&fpT (Ge\%)3

—*— DQM_SingleMuPt10_mkFit_BuildNEW
—e— DQM_SingleMuPt10_mkFit_FitNEW

efficiency vs n
[y
N AN
- .—..-*} easasasa
=
o
3

X 8 e S e e o

0.6

0.4 et b
SRR

g P :
3 4

09 =437 =51 0 1 2 3 4

Efficiency vs @

o 1.2

T sasaimmgmade o e i e il

efficiency vs

e R e e
7 TR R S M s
s R S

e T S S S S

Ratio

1
éfff
% _

0.95

oy
[%2]
>
Q

-
[
=
(%]

[¥]
£0.07
(8]

=1
S

e}
+
(&)

X
£0.04

Ratio

0.1
0.09
0.08

0.06
0.05

0.03
0.02
0.0%

e

0.95

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

track n

[ fake+duplicates vs ¢ |

S
0
9
s
0
Q
®
o
o
=
S
9
X
8

0

0.05¢
045
0.04F
035
0.03F
025
0.02F
015

=




	Contents
	Page 1


