Efficiency vs P,

- 0.8

ermciency vs p

Ratio

efficiency vs n

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

muRRRRRRE R TR R R RRCERE LD SR EELRER R
L . -.«m,., .

o o T

o b eeeneeesbe g e

07 SRS FE R SRS
R LTI S e
Y S R RPN R
1:__ luuuuulllillll“||||||H
. ]TTTHHITTTTTE”””||||||H

0.8~

0.6F

0.4

0.2

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i
0.95L i :
107 1 10 1

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_baseline

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_jcore50maxCand-24DUPremoval-1000

|lllluuuuullllll|”
|||IIIIIIIIIIIIIII|I|||‘

TP N

Efficiency vs ¢

etficiency vs @

Ratio

0'8': H H H
T s o
E L+ . :
Y =R UUUR SRR SO ST SO
8 T S -
I SR S Bt
1) =S S S O S
V5 SIS S S SRR SRR SO
~H i N I i
i ' '
b E
AR AR EARRARE AR A AARAAAARE:
R | R R

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

2.

il | | ||llllll|1|lll| |

;"|||| |||||n|nnn| |

0.95

-2 -1 1 2 3

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

take-+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

0.81: . : . : : :
07E : : * : . :
. :: i ,._*‘;’ -- “‘ + o-"----E
LSO P e D
. . . A .
O Beeeeee St SIEER SRR
L TRTR S SSLETI IERRRLY
O R Bt
V1= ST S R SRR SRS I
(O SECILD s St RRRRRLY:
~H i P T |
Ll T T
L L L
R RN AR EARARRRREARRANAANNRARALE]
3 2 -1 0 I 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


