Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.5

0.45
0.4
0.35]
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1

ermciency vs p

0.05F

o I
o 108 A
h—1 u .
g ; o
0.9§ o 1
E 4
0.8F I

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

D_'_ l_ """""" coTtrrrTe it
” C
> L
] | . . .
< : : :
© 0.8 e b SRR EERPPPRN
%) - . . :
2 i : : :
] . . I 5
o B . . .
SN0 X:| EREREREPEP FEPPPPPPPRPS Froeeoooon J X0 R
3 - . .
5 : : :
+ r 1
Elx) - H H
O R P (et
B B B2l
[ :
- . . .
02_:.., """""" b b i
[ e, :
i o> S AT :
n L .......I T I © ST e
o +9r % : -
=1 [ - : :
g 7 o 5
1 AL CEEEREEEY T EE RS EEPPRRED
F g #}%
[ - Hillhs
P ety

0.
107 1 10

SSW_CKT__RECU
DQM_V0001_R000000001 Global CMSSW_mkfit__RECO
DQM_V0001_R000000001_Global__CMSSW_mkfitCowPtQuad__RECO
DQM_V0001_R000000001_Global_CMSSW_mkfitLowPtTriplet_ RECO

= 0.2
2
20.18

8 u
5 0.16F
o -
£0.14
©

Ratio

o 0.1-
@ :
>‘0.09 ;
2 ]
$0.08 :
[} .
£0.07F-
o :

Ratio

0.8
8 T O e
T
F U S A o e o

) T S

take+duplicates rate vs n

s e e

! : : : Pt
01 - T SOV S SIS I
. z_..'muﬁ_' : B s o
0. Qe === -37-- w00 mﬂ----%’ """ "o#
o O |||||
g : : how
[ | QT b
. "‘bﬂ** : o *
HEE S .
_;.*' 4 W Q‘t*o'..ﬂ ::ﬁ bk : #
. * . H
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

= ] + . 5
o L + ___ H ___ + ______ .
= 0.16 + + R + ++ : +
0 bk * ¥ ++ + :++;-+ H

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

Ratio
P
N
TR




	Contents
	Page 1


