Efficiency vs P, fake+duplicates vs P,

. S S e e . S e e

T
T

O ST TR e 0.8t

R ik
(0] SeECETETEPEPE PEPEPRPRPY. R Hyg i .
| 5 ¥ : +*, -H-+
SR R Bl
1171 SR RPU: S -t T

0.2 -eeeeeeien: Mo SR RRE e 0.2f]

ermciency vs p

060414

+
%L
R
w -
-+
Take-+auplicates rate vs p

0. {{lif

Ratio
-
- []
T
- E sesasas
L
o
-
-
15
:

-0—;—4‘—-1—_'5
Ratio

N

T

_ 3 — 3
10 1 10 3, celf 10" 1 0 % el

- ] —_Global_mKFIt_baseline
DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_var
DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFit_jcoreNoClean
DOM_V0001_R000000001 _Global _mkFit_jcore50maxCand-33DUPremoval

0.8F : : : : : = 0.5

e s e e

o ©
D =
H

I

rate vs

R S TU R e g

0.35

efficiency vs n

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

028t

|1Jr+ """ Jr """
o | -
i :----ﬂﬂﬁ*ﬁ&;gffmf

s -

%
take+duplicate

o

Ik

I
N
TTTTT

0.05F-

Ratio
Ratio

Efficiency vs @ [ fake+duplicates vs o]

90.8: 9-0.5:

0.7E

etficiency vs

0.6F

0.5F

0.48% 41

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

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

0.3F

e N O T L e I
R el

""""" 4y T
e

T B
':é'ii?iﬁ%*%iiﬂ?%i T s g

e e e

Ratio

Ratio
T II. TTT

0.9

H
w:‘-—!‘-ﬂ-
—



	Contents
	Page 1


