Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.5

o
2 0.09

L:>;0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

ermcie

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

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

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

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

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
-

1.0

Ratio

Trrr TITT
&
| &
4
. v+
M

o
©
a

=
o
iN

1 10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

-

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

it aas [ ———————
=3 N ¢¢'¢¢'¢ ++M+ {)

TTTTT T 1T
==

[—=— DQM_VUUUI_RUUUU000UT__Global__1
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
—— DOQM_V0001_R000000001__Global

CMSSW_orig
—CMSSW pl08
—CMSSW pl075
CMSSW pl07

=0.05
[
§.045
2
$0.04
[S]
$.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005

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

Vs

Ratio

0.95

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02
.018

TP @

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

...... L P P
Lo o o
o Py
L :
)
—eeeere- G g

-E.
0.95

N 111|||||HH| !HnHHHHHnnh. -

B[ T
-2 -1 0 1

track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

take+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

TT T T T T
=
-
=
=
e
-
-
e
=
=
<L
2=
=
=+ L
-
=
-
S
=
==
-
==
e
=
=
-
=
4
-
4
<
-
<
<
3

0.955



	Contents
	Page 1


