Efficiency vs P,

- 0.2 : : :
T R — e
0.16F ' :
0.14F

efmciency vs p

0.12F
0.1
0.08F

0.06F
0.04F

0.02F

) i PRI
o +WF g
= .
S r :
o L ;
| ol -+ EEE OE 2 R

o
©
a

=
o
iN

! 0 18 el

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

= PR e R F R -

T e e

Take+auplicates rate vs p
——

1Y) S A e SR

02 e A— A

Ratio

e
TTT T T

—=— DQM_CKF-test_1000evt
—e— DQM_CKFREFit-test_1000evt
—— DQM_mkFitREFit-test_1000evt

= 0.2 . . . . .
T e e
R T e

2 : : : : :

L0.14F - ARREES R SRR A Peneeee

5 E : : : : :
0.12F - #

30 R
0,08 -++eveeedrenees b
0.06f - ++H++ ..... o
TR | A by

oo 4y L g

0.02

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

AL L I D N

Ratio

e

Efficiency vs @

s 05

°

N

[61]
]

©
>
]

lency vs
L

% MRS ORI RIS RO RO S

effic

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

o
w
]

o
0.2 -revperee Foreees R A SR
0.15F : : ; : :
0.1
0.05

Ratio

TTTT
B
T

=

0.955

w

O R MR R T B

I LU

fake+duplicates rate vs n

R S A

s e e

Ratio

o
©
a
Wy
|
N
|
=

[ fake+duplicates vs @]

0.95!

S e
g :;‘--.,.,..._é_.-!-'.'.'; ..‘...C""; “.-';_'“ -;* :
8 o * : :
B 0.8t R R AREERAR
(%] e .
9 o :
] | :
Q :
S 0.6 A RARARLAE R
5 L :
° | :
+ : :
e I :
F L P A
0.2 ;
o o | IS I B |
5 f L
o [ : :
e e g e e el



	Contents
	Page 1


