Efficiency vs P,

~ 0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35]
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15

ermciency vs p

0.1

0.05

1.0

Ratio

o
©
a

=
o
iN

1

10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

- 0.2
o

LT e SICIITIRIRF: INEPRIER

o E :

% 0.16 :

" :

o .

© N

o :

3 : :

S 0t , ERE IREIEE

] o . .

% 0.08F - | EREEEEEEEEEE R EEEE B ERRREREEEED
0.06f -+t {ff-- oo e | AR
0.04F -+ Pl Beeeeeees !
0.02F -+ H+ ...... 0 R

oF— bl 1T, +'*|“' i

2 %t 1 : ]

T r ] : ]

o C 1 : i

| R 11t i
1 10

—s=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitbase_ RECO

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_X_Y_Z_RECO

=0.02
[
.018
(8]
9.016
5}
$.014
()
0.012

0.01E

0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

Vs

Ratio
N

o
©
C

|
W[ T

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02

TP N

||'-||||

— 0.1
g
o 0.09
©0.08
@
=0.07
o
50.06
3
30.05
X
$0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01
1.0

.........

Ratio
N

0.95

(¢S I B AL

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

o 0.]
2
o 0.09
©0.08
2
£0.07
o
50.06
3
$0.05
X
$0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

.
....... . PP U &
-+ ] * H H
Tr-F LB o R R R R SR O i
4 LT =
- | & n T
] &%, .

1.0

L L L L A LN BN DL IR IR LN BB B RN LR

S U G & GRS U U1 00 @ T 5 @ T




	Contents
	Page 1


