Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8

ernciency vs p
© o o o
N U o N

o
w

P U0 D R G

efficiency vs

0.25

‘10t 1

10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

- 0.8

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

j 1n T

iy

0.95 .
107 1

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

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0_dynamicChi2CutOverlap

Efficiency vs ¢

o 05

o ©
2 0»
N O

efficiency vs

oy

take+duplicates rate vs

Ratio

0.5

o 2
2 0a
NG

0.35

©
w

0.25

o
[N

0.15
0.1
0.05
+.0

iy

T T T T T [T T[T [ TT T[T I [TTTI[TTTT

0.95

T




	Contents
	Page 1


