Fakerate vs collection

| Efficiency vs collection |
1

o
[y

0.45

Efficiency
Fake rate

o
~

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
FRVA)

§e)
-~
©
0.95 '/7"'; oo e lobi /ezi T L 177 0.95 'Im-i owi n/;i owi e,i Ueri /)(i e .Ou(i lobir ezci Ui ui 177
' €Ny lials, WP, "I WP Slach Slack, Xelps "Xeq 1 X6l o 2P Tedo Coranlon g Yong Wi, ' Nerq als VR TN Ry, Clacy SlacyXelp T Xeq 1, X6l 20 Ted olCorg /0 g, 'Uon g Plic,
AT USte, QU R T i Che g 2Che g r Pajr e d Trip 85 A CCS e OeR N Seg M See Cate, AT Stepy Quz X Tripy Ty aChegaChec s P airged Trinrk8ss SECS e R N Seg o SegniCars,
ok RS Pl PSS o eg,%;g?ds;;ds@p? Tacks P aas,epD/ezs,gfrs,epOansZZue,g;gp Pl Sy "0 9’°~a/§§‘gSzeZ‘7gSre;’c'
D Step ep Ping, ) D Ping,
t t

: —=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL
| Duplicates rate vs {

—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_layerProcv2_PRVersion
. . . . . . . . 1_ . _:_

(S

Pileup rat

0.95 i i i i i i i i i i i 0.95 i i i i i i i i i i i i i
. TGy 01 00,065 . 06 ta . Pias Mixe 00 b 7800 Mo o Ty . e e Tows g o Tete—Tete— Phars e Phe 106 T80T oy I4
ge”efa/rl,t?/&egp foz,lgghtr,gf 3 r,,gjgchef,’g%gﬁ’/_“a,-,’g;‘dr,,’,ffftesﬁg csggofegléoﬁseggﬁsetggcare ”efa/rf‘;a/Szez/p fougggtr,,"‘;//z Tr,bfgfhedgﬁhed%/fa/}g’eednw%eSSSTIE'cs,é';;’fege‘;'llseeggseep/’gare o
Cks Sz@,,_7 ezs,ep rs,en uadstr'/é,/e Igg et o lep R i, a/sfdsf p?,?g[spec' Cks lep Is,ep S[ep adsleg/etsteg Sleg ap O"a/Sz&S’ep/ggfep C/
ug ut



	Contents
	Page 1


