Efficiency vs P,

T

ermciency vs p

Ratio

efficiency vs n

Ratio

1

LTI f

F:/ CETECRURREE SERSPPRRS W

) o AP
-

0.4 .................................................

0.2F-----wmemiee R R

- ||l11111111##¢¢¢:¢¢¢¢#11111|

T I

107 1

10

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

-+

—

0.95

107 1

2 3
10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_baseline
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_jcore50maxCand-24DUPremoval-1000
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_jcorelOmaxCand-24DUPremoval-1000

Vs

[y

o
©
C

||§||Il|11111§1111111|l|§|||
||E||“T””IE””I”“H”

|
(¢ B B

-1 0 1 2 3
TP N

-2

Efficiency vs ¢

etficiency vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.7
0.6
05
odf

0.3
0.2

0.1

0.955

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

iy

o
©
C

Tl

W
|

N

2 3
track n

|
N
-

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

take+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

-
E
SRR LR
x
R

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


