Efficiency vs P,

- 1.2

ermciency vs p

Ratio

efficiency vs n

Ratio

0.8
0.6
0.4f

0.2f

2 S S A—

0.95L

-----------

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

—s=— ../.JCMSSW_12_4_0_pre3/src/DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_batchCAND-adjusted
—e— ../.ICMSSW_12_4_0_pre3/src/DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND

fake+duplicates vs P,
~ 0.8

0.7

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

0.6

------------------------------------------------

0.5

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

0.4

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

7 3 SR SRS SRR S

0 v

1 25 A TR ST O M-

! S SR R 141311 114 A

Eolrle, 1il'l'
4]

1:—' I%Y

Ratio

0.8E : E
—1 2 3
10 1 10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_CAND-AFTERCONFLICT

0.8
0.6 I"
0.4

0.25— ------ ........ } _____ }

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

Efficiency vs ¢

etficiency vs @

Ratio

[©]
T

T -
SSE‘Jr##JfH +#H+;HH

0.2F

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

= 0.2p

o 9O

(=} S
N

TTTTT TTT TTT TTT[T
=

o
o
=
pu|
"

o
©
T

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.1
@ E:
90'0955
€0.08E
8. F
£0.07E
o E:
S.0.06F
3 :
% 0.05f
4 .
T0.04f
0.03-
7 SRCEICl: SITRLN SR
Y R RS P N -
I T T TUTI TR POV

flvg

Ratio

ook H-H 4T+
; 2




	Contents
	Page 1


