Efficiency vs P,

02 ; .
Q : : :
ULV JHT:) SERRPRPPPRPY FRPPPPPPPPPR FRPPPPPRRPREE % (RRERRRRRS
> F : : :
2 016t T RRRERE R EEEEEEEE
) : : :
2 F
20.14
0]

0.12F :
0.4F - tpweevioeeeenns Feeennnennd N R
0.08F : :
0.06F 3+ mivereennnnns R % ERRPRRIES
0.04f--------- TP }--#-- I
0.02F -+ oty + L TR

T

Ratio
o o
(2] [e2]
T
: ::t+:
: —‘E g
E.._‘._...—‘.—...
= :
v . .
—+— H a
e
“—— .
—_— H
—h
_—_—
_Q.n_n_
4

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

-

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

T

3 ive, :
0.8—12:--#-:---*-'-_-?-----; ------------ U D
B o : :
| = '.\._.. :
0.6 Fa--ioeeeees Feeeeeeeeand e

i . . .
7 R R e SR

02 e - S
Lo .:....I 1 .......! 1 .......! L
E - - >

11_—-----&--*0-’-":‘"""-0_', """ :'"""""": """" x.:

—=— DQM_mkFit_TT_base_noSel

—— DQM_mkFit_TT_retrainOldFiles_v2_8iter2_noSel

Efficiency vs ¢

0.05

B N LN LR RN RRREE LR

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

S L

L “nn®o, : o R
0.8 ---om-i T atemoates a2 e R L

. ., - SRR L) L
- - ) . -
"a . . T -

L D L 's

L - b : .
()] R SRTEPRE RPN Fooeesefennn _

i 1

3 -

-

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

take-+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

o LT T o T EEEE msgs - - - -]
0.8 -t - g - ot ot
— _._..._._-en- e -—n _._- - .5._._" =
- ;- Sl ™,
= - - -

X S s e i
)RR S

T s e .

1.1

L LAY |




	Contents
	Page 1


