Efficiency vs P,

- 0.8

ermciency vs p

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

-

Take+auplicates rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i - L

T g W =1 ?{F”+

r '.!
-
I

1;— ----------- ++1 T+ |<> e :-=>-<>-<=-<:-g:-<>-<;q
55 t* WT+ H T

107 1

10

trac% P, (Ge\})o

[—=— DQM_VUOUI_RUUOU0OOUUL__Global_CMSSW_CKIPUSU__RECO

—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW mkFltPUSOLothQuad RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global_CMSSW_scmod05_REC

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001 _Global__CMSSW _scmod05+dup RECO

=0.02
[
Q.018

(8] n
$.016F
o o
9.014F
(]
0.012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F

0.002

Ratio

Efficiency vs ¢

- 0.0
[
Q.OOQ
(8]

take+duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

1

©
©

o
2}

o
»

©
N

+.0

iy

-:xxT -% 1

0.95

o
3 -2

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

take+duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

1

©
©

o
fe))

o
»

0.2

iy

ﬁ%j"'* ;ﬁ-w er it fx

-1
track (p



	Contents
	Page 1


