Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8

ermciency vs p
TTTT

' S T R
% SN SRS N1 -
05E o
% SRR SR S A

] OSSO S e -

ool

Ratio

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

fake+duplicates vs P,

— | [ ETEEPEEEE s

o
" =
>
Q L H H H
S : : :
VR SETITRIRYS e
n L . . :
4] i H H H
©
3] L
S 0.6 e dee e
=} o .
o .
¥ - :
Ux) o H
B 0.4 [{peieee et
B E-23 :
S ¥
0.2f i b
- + -
- +ﬂ
e
o rof—uldl 4o s ol i
o [
=

—=— DQM_MmKFIt_T1origmnar
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTNEW50
—— DOQM_mkFit_TTNEW50-chi2
—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEW50-dpdg

!

P
o
| a1
TTITITI T [TTIITTTT

Efficiency vs ¢

s 0.1

g £ T T
L
2 E: : : : : : :
R
U S S S SRS SR
@ E: : : : : :

0.06F

0.05

0.03

. T'|+§+ E ; TTE
°'°“¥"'ﬁ:ff*_:ﬁ:ﬁ?:#ﬂ%ﬁﬂ """

- %
0.02F - b, U SO O
001:_ """" ------ -------- -------- .......
o+ T ot
= 1 L A <=1 + -
g g} VLR L 3
4 : T
1 4| [ BURERRNAN 1
! 1 111
0.95 L
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

take+duplicates rate vs n

o
N
I

Ratio

[y
TITT[TTIT[TTTI[ TTTT

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.]
2
o 0.09
©0.08
2
£0.07
o
50.06
3
$0.05
X
$0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

>
Loy
-

L
5
&
A
2
- -
p—p———t
b
<

| RREEN _L'.'.'.!.'.'.'.'.!.'.H.'.!.'.'.'.'.I.'.'.'.'.!.'.'.'.'.!.'.'.'.'{.'.'.'.'{.'.'.'.'{.'.'.'.'

n 1 N il
4.
g “w 1 : <
© 4 + P :
x bl i s o i Rl il e s e &
- i : "
-+ 4 he
0.95F+% 5 O
0.9E .
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


