Efficiency vs P,

+0.05
> : : :
00,045 --c-rrreieereeneans [RRRREEREREEE ARREERLEELEE
> : : :
50.04—----------? """""" """""" """"""
50.035—----------§ ------------ [ RREREERERREE ARREEEREELEE
o

0.03F -+ 1 ------------ e e

0.025F ] i’ ------------ oo s

0.02F -+ froeeeeeens oreeeneees SRR
T R B R e
0.0+ froeeeeeens oreeeneees SRR
e R e e
OF wea®id v ] e
o +%F : : :
T E 1+
o 1:_ ': """"""""""""" . """"""
lJf ............ S S
0.9:71 : : :2 5
10 1 10 o (celf

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+duplicates rate vs p

Ratio

]

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i
T T
$
+

0.95!

=
o
L
-
=
o
o
o
8t 1
~Q,
iel
3
—
(@)
&
w

—s=— DQM_CKF-testLowPt_1000evt
—e— DQM_CKFREFit-testLowPt_1000evt
—— DQM_mkFitREFit-testLowPt_1000evt

|
N

|
=
=
N
w

(o RARAN RARRN LARRE RARR

Efficiency vs @

o0.02-

fake+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

e

o
©
ql

Q[T
N

AN
Ob-vreeideaans
=

N

w

[ fake+duplicates vs @]

fake+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

1

b e el el e e

o
©

o
o)

©
N

o
N

=
P
E
E

R

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


