Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.8

ermciency vs p

Ratio

=0.01
[
2.009
(8]
9.008
5}
£.007
()
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

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

iy

ot

1

10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

D_)_ l_ """""" oot A

0.8—----------; -------------------- +—*+§ --------

i

0.4—----------§ -------- T : -------- -

Take+auplicaies rate vs
T T
;‘_-'i'-
+

ISR - S—
Lrugd T

Ratio

ey
TTTT T T

i

0.95

107 1 10

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100
—e— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0
—— DQM_mkFit_TTbarPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0_dynamicChi2CutOverlap

Vs

[y

0.95

(¢ IR B AL

Efficiency vs ¢

- 0.0

TP N

[
.009
[5)
$.008
o
£.007
(]
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

1.0

| SR IERLEEED P SRR ERRREEE

© (
o))
LI B B BN

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

o
»
|

take+duplicates rate vs n
o
o]
I T
e
—_—
——

©
N
T

Ratio

iy

2 3
track n

W[TTTTT T
N
|
=
o
[y

0.95

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

e TR S S SR SR S

©
oo

o
»
f

take+duplicates rate vs @
o
cn
+
+
——
.+
s "*"
i —+_r
——
gt
ot
—_——
7*——+—
i

T s e .

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


