ermciency vs p

Ratio

= 0.1 T T T T T
o F i
O S S S
(C) F . . . . .
T S S A A
5] F : : : : :
0.07F ++orebeeeeedrecneedindnnd
5] E : : : : :

e
oost - i -
0.04F -+ { h g L
003‘%1 W*Hﬁh# @

0.02;—--+ i dhE

0.012—--++{++;+._{++__+_§_+___

=
=

Ratio

Efficiency vs P,

— 1.2

2 RRRRS RS S S
X S IS S o

T

o

fake+duplicates vs P,

Ratio
N
i 3
) T
= . .
el
o
. —— :

—=— DQM_CKF _TTbarPU
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU-noDNN-baseline

—— DQM_mkFit_TTbharPU-noDNN-fix

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

N W ©
T

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.1 T T T T T T
g B i
L
2 E: : : : : : :
R

=}
=
5}

Ratio

0.07

+%+++
;Hj”jflrw#jﬁf
001§+- ------ 5 ------- -gl» ..........................

| _ﬁ_*_f _f _+ Wﬁ' t

08-_.

0.6/

take+duplicates rate vs
I
R S,

R R A S o

°‘Z:.';'M‘"‘Mm;';;;;g;;;g;;;

|

Ratio

o

" “a-

: :
——
"——F—' :
——

0.5 - -t

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o 0.2 - - T T T T
N < O OO ¥ OO SO O
g OA8E




	Contents
	Page 1


