Efficiency vs P, fake+duplicates vs P,

~ 0.8 - - - - 0.8

] S B S .

o
~
I

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

Y, NS TR S— -

©
o2}
T

ermciency vs p
TTTT

]
g
Take+auplicaies rate vs p

0.5 - S s e Y| SRR SR s SRR )
r : R 23 : r : : :
o T : : : :

(O e AL AR R (O] i A penereeneees ARRREREE

03 A S s e e

0.2F e e + ------ 0.2F
o SR S S T O A S S
fa L ||||||i i ||||||i M |i R r\: L |||Tf|=i“‘“‘ ﬂ;ﬂ""k¢ il

1.ug

Ratio
Ratio

el ll
i . o

: i : 0.95L : :
_ 3 — 3
10 1 10 3, celf 10" 1 0 % el

=== DQM VOUUUI_RUUU00U00UT —Global—CMSSW_oTTg
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global _CMSSW_X_Y Z_ all7

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001_Global _CMSSW_hpt08
—— DOM_V0001_R000000001 _Global _CMSSW_dt08

0.8 T T T T T = 0.2

efficiency vs n

' ' ' ' ' 2 HI ik 5 5 5 5
e A e
L
e - AL

T 0 1 3 092
TP n track n

. Of}

Ratio

0.95

Efficiency vs @ [ fake+duplicates vs o]
0.8 T T T T T T s 0. T T

2
90.09
S 0.08F-
2
£0.07F-
Q
5.0.06F -
3
$0.05

0.7E

0.6F

etficiency vs @

0.5F

L RN RN R RN LR

0.4F

: e F:
0.3 ¢—OO4§F'¢‘+

: 0.03F
0.2¢ E:

; 0.02f
0.1 0.01E
ol o

Ratio
Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


