Efficiency vs P, fake+duplicates vs P,

+0.05
o

o_'_ :|__+........E ......................................
9.045 g2 L :
3 v L :
50-04 S 0.8 % R CET- TP TR PP PP EPEPEPPIP
o " C .
2.035 s [ } : : :
g S 1 : : :
0.03 g 0.6 # S Froseeeeeees e
0.025 5 [ : : :
0] I ] H .
0.02 & 0.4 TR e e,

0.015

0.01
0.005F
10

o % ------ S

o
T
Ead—
o

Ratio
Ratio
P
a1

iy

_ 3 3
10 1 10 3, celf 10" 0 % el

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__cmssw1000time__RECO
—e— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitNewOLD1000time__RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitNewBins2DC1000time__RECO

1

=0.02
2]
.018
o L
9.016F
o C
£.014F
(]

©
©

0.012F 06 A
0.01F .

take+duplicates rate vs n

0.008F
0.006F
0.004F

o
»

©
N

0002} H} O
° S| SPAPRPENE 14 e A PPN SN O | P o 10
S TN O 00101 5
SRR S i 1 sl &
1:_ .......... . ..:n, FUP AP S S 0'8:
g 0.6F
3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3

Efficiency vs ¢ [ fake+duplicates vs o]

0.05 0.8

o
3

take+duplicates rate vs @

.'.!.'.'.'.!.'.'.'.!.' oy :

N
ik
Fl .

-+

Ratio
=

|
w




	Contents
	Page 1


