Efficiency vs P,

+0.05
o
9.045
>
20.04
o
.035
0]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

1.0

107 1

10

. Gedf’

fake+

duplicates vs P,

A

0.8

0.6

0.4

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

+
-

| \ +++++,,,,,,.

0.2
o FRvS)
IS
o 1

o
h

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0_dynamicChi2CutOverlap

=0.05
[
§.045
2
$0.04
[S]
$.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005
Vel

Ratio

o
©
C

15..1.« " H aouifn i , ¥
%3 2 -1 0 12 3

Efficiency vs ¢

o 0.01¢

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

4

3
B

SeEeArrooaEs

0.8

take+duplicates rate vs n
= o o o
N w [¢)] (o)) ~l

©
i

le-

©
»

LN L

IIIIIIIIIIIIIII|IIII|IIII
H
H
g~
+

i "".,',;+‘+;$++# """"""

Ratio

1.05

iy

0.95

Eu )y | RN | 1 | i | P Y | AN | A
LTI LT 5 qﬂ: L LAt
3 2 -1 0 T 2 3

o 05
w
>0.45

o
© w ©
w_ g

0.25

take+duplicates rate

©
N

0.15[EF

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


