Efficiency vs P, fake+duplicates vs P,

— 1.2_ | =F——ry Ssperery .,.'*..._,...+...+....-.-.-.-.-

T ERSR — — -

ernciency vs p
iy

©
©
|

T S e e

o
2}
T

Take+auplicates rate vs p
T

: ) RS TR m— —
041~ r : : :
02 R R S
g 1.9 . . .

Ratio
Ratio

[y
TTT T[T T
L
b
v
=y
TTT T[T T
—

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

——

-

-

I ||
0.95

1 10 ‘?‘BZpT (Ge\})03 10™ 1 10 tra%:%sz (Ge\})o3

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND100stable

o
©
a

=
o
iN

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CANDFINAL100stable

= 05
2 0.45
0.4
£0.35

= """'?""+"J'{'§“+++i"'+;""‘*;r+'?'ﬁ' e

iclency vs

YRR S

et

take+duplicates rate vs n

0 S O O O
2R
1 T - ——
0.15F I : : : : :
P S T

0.05
Vel

Ratio
Ratio

[y

-

o
©
a

0983 =51 0 T 2 3
TP n track n

[T T
N
o
-
N
w

Efficiency vs @ [ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 05
n : : : : : :
L R S S

IR TN M

efficiency
o
D
T

RN SRR NS S N
0.3F e

025

e st ot s S

take+duplicates rate vs @

) e -

S s s

Ratio

-
=
-




	Contents
	Page 1


