Efficiency vs P,

+0.05¢ T T
= E : : :
D). 0ABE- -+ oeeeeheeeeeee e o
> E N H H
0 0.04F +ererireeen B RPN
] E N . .
D035+ -y e R
) E : : :
0.03F oo yrivesnenenene SRR e
0.025F -+ oo eeeees e e
0.02F % e e
0.015f++-eeei-e-Fjeoes Beoeeeees e

L $+ ------ oo
0.005:—---------1---------" : 4_{:5;- --------
i

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

Ratio
@

‘t
4

f:;
:'%—%

_*_l—’_l

w1 o +92p colf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

e T e
08}
0.6}
0.f

0.2

T
—&
= [
T
f W, o
o F
N T SO
i i
—=-C T =
44—
;' e
-H—..—'—...:...
i
[

0.5 :
—1 2 3
10 1 10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

CMKFIT5_QCDHIgNPT_base

mkFit6_QCDHighPt_base

mKkFit5 QCDnghPt retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch4
mkFit6_QCDHighPt retrainOldFiles125 v2 prelimWPM_epoch4

<4

Ratio
=)
Lo
- ——]

Efficiency vs ¢

o-0.05¢
o E
Q.045 ;
(8] .

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

o
2}

o
»

N

S S At I S S

o
o]
T

0.2 %

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

0.8

.0}

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

S
»
>0

take+duplicates rate

0.

Ratio

0.

0.

0.5
45E

N9 o
1\) U‘I w »
TT]IT

o

3sff

15;




	Contents
	Page 1


