| Efficiency vs collection |

1 -

Efficiency

S S S SN S R i i i i i
0.7 T e e TeZCo, 0T 0n Tspre Tn;,
QT Stey Qg rd Trin T HiprCheq CC St OreR e ISee I See 208
TacksP RSt eSS (Sigglen P Gongleas Re,
ep

eas, i
PingEoS ol

Fakerate vs collection

Fake rate

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

10

1.1

i

i i i i i i
Tene, Mitia, 20w, gk 0w, 06t
al nglcs,(’@nptqug’f%/é@ba

S CRENN?

—=— DQM _original_step?2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
| Duplicates rate vs { —— DQM_pixelCPE_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

0.05
.045
0.04
.035

icategyate

Dyp!

0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005F

o) ]
- ]
g i
0.9f =+
Fa—
Ee 4
0.8 ittt
) Nerg /Hals; Py R VPLT, @ch,
0

i i
ey X
acé7 e/ 12\ Sogs
lep

N T T S |
7 LIRS
G T@égl,%f'e%'o’? é’;uu,, Tl efg’/’caz
2 (D eg/'gnggéagsfgegsé?eg
tep PP

&

—— DQM_pixelCPEChi20R_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
I I | S

Pileup rat

Ratio

0.6{
0.4

0.2\

e

. —— . . .
r @ 1 =
i = i

0.95 pgimi-

i i i i

o5 g, O, 06
eraiya L%enptoéz’gfrhz{glpzls
S &p " Stey, St



	Contents
	Page 1


