Efficiency vs P, | fake+duplicates vs P,

- 0.8 N N . = l_ """" *' """""" """"""

] S B S -

Y, NS TR S— -

ermciency vs p
TTTT

Take+auplicaies rate vs p

Y — S
) S S— R -
) SR S SRR S - _
P OSSN N I e e Y ;
: : : it || 1 O IR e
O e R AL L L LR Freseeeeeees e [ : : :

0 ........L . ......! ........! L

1.1

Ratio
=
Ratio

] : ; 2 3
1 10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

10 1 10 prT (Ge\})o3 )

Fh
o
©
T
_*E_ B
4

o
N

—=— DOM_V0001_R000000001__Global _CMSSW _ckiPU50__RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_mkFitPU50LowPtQuad__RECO
—.— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_LowptQnoclean_ RECO
=001 e P —
: o I
e e e > .
2.009F s FllL:
$.008E € o8k *
s g :
£.007F- g [
F s | ;
0.0065— g. 0.6_— 1
0.005F- ool !
o x r
0.004F 8 04k CAIEARNL
0.003F- [
0.002F- 0.2 b R g
0.001F- § L
i S| VPPN TP S S S A S
:_- -: ------ § 145_ """"".' "f':'""
3 5 L2 e # :
: 4 £ il [l
3 * ERE 08f - il AL
3 =2 1 0 -3 S0 1 2 3

Efficiency vs @ [ fake+duplicates vs o]

5-0.01 I

©
©

take+duplicates rate vs @
o
[e2]

0.4f

©
N
1

Ratio

o b
[N
Y S e P, CRd
== E
4
—
N-—cb—.




	Contents
	Page 1


