Efficiency vs P,

+0.05¢ :
o F :
D.045F - wreeerieeees RREIIEEES RO EREERRLIED
> E H
2 0.04f-wwrermrnrionnnnnnennes Brennenee
o :
D.035F e R LR
] H
0.03fF-+-eveeesiveseeeeeens STRPRR 28 TP RIS
0,025 ++oeesrienneeens Beeeeenfd
0.02F -+ P B R RREREE

0.015

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

1

T

0.8

0.6

0.4

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

(o0} | EEPCRRRRRS BERRUTY F 1112 J 08 | BF SEE-PUTIRRRPTRS 0.2
0.005f----------i M- TR [
1 III! L1 111118 9 J-G.
=
............... ©
x 1.05
________________ 1
8= '2 . 0.95%
10™ 1 10 10~
Hp_ (et
—=— DQN_origmald
—e— DQM_testMkFit_initial StepReso
—— DQM_testMkFitFit_initialStepReso
—+— DOM_testMkFitFit_initialStepReso_Chi2Zero

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02
(2]
§.018
(8]
9.016
‘©
§9.014
[J]
0.012
0.01
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002
1Q

_—_'-:'-.'-Q:r'.-‘.-.'.!.'.'..'{.'

Ratio
=

0.8

| RS
. 3

0.8

0.6

fake+duplicates rate vs n

0.4

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
0.8

0.7
0.6f {1
0.5f

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs @

0.3

0.2

HASEANRRRLS pRAL A

0.3

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


