Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.5

0.45

I
~

0.35

efmciency vs p

o
w

0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

__________
..........
..........
..........
.........

S O U6 SOV

Ratio

107 1

fake+duplicates vs P,

-

Take+duplicates rate vs p

Ratio

]

o
fos)

o
o2}

o©
~

0.2

- 4+ <+ +

—=— DQM_old
—e— DQM_wrong

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__ CMSSW_X Y _Z RECO

0.7

0.6

efficiency vs n

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

q

Ratio

0.5

3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

Efficiency vs @

o 0.2
20.18
2y
20.16
2
(8]
l‘EO'l4
[J]

0.12

0.F

0.08
0.06)
0.04
0.02

Ratio

0.8]

0.6

s

:E - E L E
E: : 4 :
N AP P PR P H
L 4 : :
Freeeeeed Lo [ P B . ;
) b - PR H
N AP [ . PR P i
:: P :
e | I [ . ;
- o B
{IPEPEPEIE EPEPRPETE EPEPEPE | PEPEPIFE EPRPETEPE SRR |
I P J - P U .
[ : +

[ + :

-4 R R LR T EEEEEERES SEEREERS
-3 -1 0 1 2 3

fake+duplicates rate vs n

1

I
©

o
o2}

©
N

0.2

[ fake+duplicates vs @]

fake+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

o
©

o
o)

1

©
N

0.2




	Contents
	Page 1


