Efficiency vs P,

- 0.1 T T
= E : : :
£ 0.09F - e
> E : : :
2 0.08F--wrrrrorineeenneees Feeeeeeeeeees
o) E : : :

20,07 oo

o E : : :
0.0 -+ eesieeeenene R

Y RRSSSR S AR
Y] SRS R A
T R SR -

s ko T s
0.02 :' : # K
0.02F -+ : Bbiis. t*ﬂsgls #

Ratio

T

fake+duplicates vs P,

— 0.1
o o

2 0.09F ++ereeieeeees
o E :
% 0.08F -+ -voreioeees
0 E :
8 0.07F+reerrieenes
m - .

o
o

5 0.05F :
OB g
5 ﬁ
% 0.04F -y

0.03F -+ +-5+-*+----==

0-025—----------5-%* e
0.02F++++veveviees %

S 0.0BF-++-s-eesieeees

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

Ratio

0_3?:::'::':ffff%%f{?%i:f;;:'
bt

—=— DQMstep3 TT_CKF
—e— DQMstep3_TT_default
—+— DQMstep3 _TT_ckfPixelLess

Efficiency vs ¢

©0.05¢
) F:
.045E -
S E
§0.04F -
Q -
£.035F
3] E:
0.03f
0.025F
0.02ff -
0.0150TFH:
0.01E
0.005E;
o)

Ratio

L8] HF
Bl
0.9E kT
0.8E5

0.8
0.7E
0.6F
0.55

0.4F

take+duplicates rate vs n

0.3F

Ratio

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

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

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

s 0.1-
@ E:
90'0955
©0.08F -
2 _E
£0.07F
Q H
5.0.06f:
3 :
$ 005 :
X 3 .
©0.04 -1
0.03f: T
0.02E4T;
0.0+

Ratio

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


