| Efficiency vs collection | | Fakerate vs collection
15 0.8

0.7

Efficiency
Fake rate

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

FRVA)

Ratio

(W 0.95 TQT’_" Moh 0w, Jets T e/ 05 1167, "oy Mo, T
acy, eacf ©/py /20T, [COr%’Dnén"Unc ’Sﬁlac o Dlicage, - E"era/r/a/s, ""onzlm,rr’;’/pzr,f;)’lach efacf g,ﬁ;//“ ,léez/;,;;s/LesgSrechoreggns ‘e{gnsesﬂlac Tapy; ’CaIeM
€9iop, a;jsedsfz, 7 S/ep g, 017 ae/, ASte, lets, ezs,e pQu r/p tep 1Ste Dlong egsr e Sfep g’f’n ae/,
oy, o, ‘

095 gen ln,,/ o[,,,p 7 on
erg ra/s IQLgZ’Z{Tnp/eg/[p,er edQu dTrp”Srg:”ﬂ/eISSSS csep

—=— DQM_noFitZ_stepZ_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

- —e— DQM_Fit2_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

| Duplicates rate Vs ( _, _ pQM_Fit2AndCPEGeneric_step2. ttbar-phasel-newgeom
DQM F|t2AndCPETemplate step2_f ttbar -phasel- newgeom

0.95 i

i i i i i i
095 Tene, /a/ g,7 47 / bT Uo Doy, ISpia 2l tia, l’l/p ’Q/yp Wp ’a Uera f/)re/ 'h/)(ebﬁl robr /ezc 'nuo 'nuo uzsp, Ty,
r; s Pr Che, P ©/ o Ore NSe, ac, Iea era/ /sz (( T T ACh Pajr 80T M g T€Cg-0re R ONSe 2NSe Placeica
UTrag I@p Quads r”ﬂ/é’rgf’/@rs;douad‘”n ;/rs, "”/ezs ss, ’ep %glanedeg Uea§, glo,,Me’ Tr. Qu; ads r,p,e gp/e sfé;%;&%’n;;/ Ste rp/ IsSsS Sep R 9’0/7 /e ”g?de/ S[epgig”/l?/
3/ '70 Utlpy



	Contents
	Page 1


