~ 0.5

Efficiency vs P,
o T

2 0.09
>
20.08

ermcie

>

iciency

et

Ratio

0.07
0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

1.0

||H|||

107 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3

| fake+duplicates vs p_

: BT

T ISR — — T

gl 1

02 e AR O -

Take+auplicaies rate vs
T
L]

o] 0l ]

Ratio

ul

=
o
N

2 3
1 10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

—=— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter

—e— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter_updatedPR111_update
—— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter_updatedPR111_updat

e_fixPropagation

0.09

0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

Vs

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

------ e

[y

o
©
a

[T
N
o
-
N
w

TP N

Efficiency vs ¢

0.05

0
2.045
2
$0.04
(5]
$.035
(9]

0.03

0.025F

0.02_,
0.015F
0.01

0.005

Ratio

. 0fd Lot |
T + T +F

Toa---- P SRR P SRR T &

©
©

o
o)

take+duplicates rate vs n |

o
»

©
N
T

J__\‘C||||i||||I||||I||||I||||i||||

I11|11u|||||||| ULl
1 |||nr5nll||||ﬂ5|| ||§

0.95

Ratio

3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
0.8

) S N s e
O6f

. 41-..-0-...:. b APPSR o . N
0-5’* *-r * T :

IR RS M - —

take+duplicates rate vs @

S ot e s
T S s

e e s S

D

Ratio

=TT
— -
- -




	Contents
	Page 1


