Efficiency vs P,

T
9
foe

eficiency vs p

Ratio

efficiency vs n

Ratio

S

Ratio

1 S N T —
O b
Y SRS NP SR AR
JR SR PR
I B THLl £ S
o * 4 ¥
0.3;— """""""""""""""" Y+ +T“ """"
0.22—------_; ---------------- et % ----------
01— ----------
POV OO R l |' :
E b L T *
£ il i
: th ]J| 5
0710, colf

| fake+duplicates vs p_

1

T

|
&
L]
'

o
©

©
o2}

©
»
|

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

o
[N
T
& L

0.95F- - F{-+--+-Hif

0.9F : :
—1 2 3
10 1 10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

Ratio
-
N )

T
_—#HH-:—I
4= E
. f

l":

3

ate-mod127

[—=— DQM_TT__mKFI-DQM_original

—_— /dataz/leglann|/standa|6ne May24/CMSSW_13_2_X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated}{0
—— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM orlglnal newwindows

—— DOM_TT_mkFit-DOM_up

0.8

0 E
> [
> 0.7;
S -
‘o 0.6-‘-
&

[J]

0.4f
0.3F
0.2F

0.1

05 W.¢¢ ...... # ¢+¢¢ ++¢++ ’s"+¢¢n+¢#

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

= 05
[
=0.45

o
S 04
2 __F
£0.35F
Q

S 03
3

70.25
X

8 0.2

0.15

©
i

0.05

Ratio

0.95L

s 0.5
» : : : : : :
PR S S

o

w °

[S1
]

fake+dup||cates rate
(=
w
!

o
N
:
'-‘-1‘5%
ﬁﬁ
j.
%




	Contents
	Page 1


