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

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

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

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

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

i
—

1.0

Ratio

o
©
a

=
o
iN

1

10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

0.2

1=

0.8

0.6

0.4

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

= | -+ |

n 1 11 1 1 111111

o J..w_ . 3

S “*F : i

< [ |

N k2 :
1=+ B R R ER]

- | 1

o
= ©

ul

1

—=— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter
—e— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter_updatedPR111_update
—— DQM_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter_updatedPR111_updat

e_fixPro

pagation

=0.02
[
.018
(8]
9.016
5}
$.014
()
0.012

0.01E

0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002
Vel

AR AR RRRS|

Ratio
N

+*

0.95

[T T

Efficiency vs ¢

& 0.01
[
.009
[5)
$.008
o
£.007
(]
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

1.0

Ratio

S EEEEL J EEEEEL T CETER oo B JEQEEREL

. N +. 1L &

AN A S A | Y

= I N N [ |
-1 0 1 3

TP @

take+duplicates rate vs n |

©
N

Ratio

0.95

1=

©
©

o
o)

o
»

2.

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

take+duplicates rate vs @

0.1¢

0.8

0.3F
0.2F

track n

fa) 1 1 I 1
o ROy ! : . 11T
T (T : T ]
o H: 11 + L[ ARE
W F 4 A - :
H: |+ + [+ T (] ][
i 4 {14 : j 1l:
. . A+ :
0.9500% i ; :
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


