Efficiency vs P,

T
O
U

I
IS
a1

efmciency vs p
o
iy

0.35

o
w

0.25

P S S R
R AR LR R
F -+ H H .

R P P E T TR o P
' H H .
:_ ____________ R . 2
E . : 4t

e L LT EEEETPEERERE PEPEPEERER X BN TP
E i . E

E - . 3
Feeeneenns s PP L
Fa : iy ety :

E T I ".+++++".|
S

|1|| ; | -
il A ’
107

1 10

‘?‘BZpT (Ge\}P3

| fake+duplicates vs p_

~ 0.8
o
0.7%‘
0.5

0.4

Take+duplicates rate vs

0.3

0.2~

0.1

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

0.6;—+

Ratio

1

—=— DQM_original_originalvector_1000evt
—e— DQM_original_1000evt
—— DQM_fitted4_1000evt

= 0.2

20.18F

20.16
o
50.14
=

©0.12F

0.1
0.08
0.06

0.04 ¢ &

0.02

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

.........

N D

Ratio

s 0.5
£20.09
2y
©0.08
Q@
(8]
EO'07
[J]
0.06
0.05

0.04f

0.03
0.02
0.0%

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

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

.........

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

ﬂ:, 1 1 . + ' 1 :
[ =+ : 39
HEE ] T : !
1 + 38 T HEs !
J.q. 1 : i R
11 : T :
BT ] HE# . :
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

0.6~

fake+duplicates rate vs n

0.4~

0.2~

0.8:—~-

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

o Bl
2 i i i i i
@ i i i i i
@ i i i )
iz : :
;
1

2 3
track n

0.3E

o
© N
N O

0.15E

o
o
0

0.05

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

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

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

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

[

Ratio

UGIIII

0.05Lk

2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


