Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8

0.7

0.6

efmciency vs p

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

-’ e 3
107 1 10 '}BZF’T (Ge\}P

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

a1

0.8

0.6

Take+duplicates rate vs

0.4

0.2

.ql ........! ......! MEERTTT BT

ie) F

IS E ] : .

X 1.05f=----==rsmgpoenee T 111 T
| S a8 LI

0.95 L
—1 2 3
10 1 10 tralc% P, (Ge\}P

—=— DQM_CKFFit_1000evt
—e— DQM_CKFREFitOLD_1000evt
—— DQM_MKFitREFitOLD_1000evt

=0.02
©.018F
@.016F
o F
@.014F
=
.012F
0.0+
0.008
0.008
0.004
0.002
10

Ratio

o
©

|
w

Efficiency vs @

= 0.0
9.009
>
%.008
()

TITI I T

= Qs m Pppe—
o r : :
> o 3
8 - I
S 0.8 ffH] o fd s 2
" L X
Q -
@ =
i)
= 0.6ttt
5 L
e} - 4
+ 1
[¢] r N :
% 04 s

B k

[ : : By : :

02f Bt T -

o
(]

Ratio
-

[ fake+duplicates vs @]
0.8,

JEEAY

0.7

0.6+

0.5[

0.4[|

fake+duplicates rate vs @

0.3k

0.2

0.1

S RS P AP (AR BRI 1

Ratio

LT

+

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


