Efficiency vs P,

T
O
U

o
© »
~_ O

o
w
UL ML LARRY LRRRE LA LR LERRN LARLE RRLLE LRLR

0.35

efmciency vs p

IS

IIIIIIIIIIII||
L
——
.
.-

o
o ©
qL

[iN

1 10

fake+duplicates vs P,

- J—rmemer e T A

Y RS P — — —

T e e

Take+duplicates rate vs p
T

Ratio

0.950 il : :
—1 2 3
10 1 10 tra%% P, (Ge\}P

—=— DQM_old
—e— DQM_wrong

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__ CMSSW_X Y _Z RECO

n
I
N O
;o w;

o
N

lency vs

0.35

effic
o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

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

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

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

Ratio

o

©

&
wIIIIIIIIIIIII

Efficiency vs @

s 05

o
©
~ O

lency vs

0.35

effic

o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

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

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

&
+

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

+ ¥

4
o
+
+

Ratio

=

o e o e e R e e - - ]

g
+
+
g

0.95!

| prorI LT LT _L'.'.'.!.'.'5!.'.!.'.'.'.'.|.'.'.'.'.|.'.'.'.'.|.'.'.'.'.|.'.'.'.'{.'.'.'.'{.'.'.'.'{.'.'.'.'

- 05
©0.45

o
N

o©

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

©
© N ° w
N g W ;

fake+duplicates rate

0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio

b

[T

0.95]

[ fake+duplicates vs @]




	Contents
	Page 1


