Efficiency vs P,

- 0.2
o

2 0,18 -ereerieeeeee

& C :

L:) 0.16_—"--------5 ........

0.14f---ereemriveeeen

012 i
(0| EREEPPR

ermcie

0.08

0.04
0.02F-------=mize=

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

......

0,06 --eeemieneeneae

{ ul
o 10
= H ;
< 115 1
@ H B
1H +4
B :
0.9+ § +
H 4 4
H +
0.8

107 1

10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

-

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

ERE *-'a-ww-_’} + "

0.8—----------i ---------------------------------- - -
T
7 SUSRRS RS S S

7] SRR N S— A

5

o
*

Wﬂﬂ*ﬂ*ﬂﬂﬁ#ﬁﬁ 3 .

0.95

107

1 10

tra%:% P, (Ge\})03

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0_dynamicChi2CutOverlap

=0.05
2]
2.045
2
§0.04

sk
£0.035F -+ oo
] E

O S || A
0.025F -+ oeefroeeecboe e R

0.02F |+ ff-oeieeeeeboenencdec Lo
0.015E - Ht-+-+i--

0.01- it 11 fiti
0.005F * +
OLG:uuuuluuuui N
g 5 5 5
@ a4t Hi Hi- 1

osft -t 4 AT g
3 =2 -1 0 1 2 3

Efficiency vs ¢

o0.02

.

o
o
o
D
IRS RN RS R

o

;i

Ratio

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

o
2}
T

o
»
|
H

©

N
T
H

T e }'
i : : : iy

o

o]
[
:—-—
N

.~

2.

0.95

=
TT T Ty T T 1T

##VM%#H#HHWN% I

-1 0 1 2 3
track n

-2

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

take+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

©
©
1

o
fe))
I

o
»
f

T s e e

]
£




	Contents
	Page 1


