Efficiency vs P,

- 1.2

ermciency vs p

Ratio

S —
T SRR R— R— S—

T

e { --------- —

0-2:_ """" - "'”’+++* """"" """"""
- : + +T :

G- 1 1 |I|||||i 1 1 IIIIII# 1 1 IIIIIIi 1 1111111

vssf-- [ - —

efficiency vs n

Ratio

Oy

ool
AN, N L

0.2 {-peeens e#~mﬂﬂ¢4_1: ----- -t

095w v s wrees e e du e e

10 1 10 prT celf’

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

Y-t EEEEED e me -

©
(o]
[ T T 1

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

Take+aupucates rate vs p
o
(o]
I
—_—

© ¢
D
LI B T

o
N

I

*

*

=

=)
b

Ratio
o
&
T

0.0k : : :
—1 2 3
10 1 10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

" DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__CMSSW_X_Y_Z_ RECO

Efficiency vs ¢

)
o
» ©
o »
]

efficiency vs
o
© w ©°
oo o
]

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

<_—0.8_:

o
O
O

0.4F

i |}IL§*;++*M'++”+++++H~|ﬁ

take+duplicates rate vs

0

w b
I
. j

|

095+ o wbrees e du e e

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o 0.5
N R N S S S
g OABEr e

©
»
1

o

w o0

L LI LR LR LR
A

o
w
1

take+duplicates rat

o

N

U'I
'f
T
.—Q—E
g

©
l\)

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




	Contents
	Page 1


