Fake rate vs P,
+~ 0.5 -

0.45

Takerate vs p
o
»

0.35(+

©
w

0.254 Preeeeee RERREERE e

tra%fgzpT (Ge\}93

107 1 10

Duplicates Rate vs P,
+0.07,
[N

9.009
[}
®.008
2]
90.007
©
2.006
>
%.005,
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001F---------- RRRTRTERES * ------------ SRLEITEPREE
N PSR PTI R

P SO O R AP

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

Ratio

-1 I : 2 3
10 1 10 tra%E P, (Ge\})O

Pileup rate vs P,

Q_'_ | R coTTTrTTr R -
;) H H H
o . : :
T | S SRS
o N N .
>
2 e :
= o6l RRPRRE e e
: - : : -+ -
) SRR NN S 1

Ratio
N
J
+: A [
Y

107 1

M~ pixelCPEThi

DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-Newgeom
_— DéM pixelCPE st,eifz ttbar-ghasel—newgeom
—— D OR_step

_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

S R
RN T R

Wt e \IRE o
b . :**-’t i -h’+- .iﬂmHiH *H{{'- *&Hﬂ? ------

-3 -2

3
track n

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.]

S I S D
90'095_5 """" T F p
T E : . T T
50.08F -~ s : : : : :
X = : : : : : :
£0.07F- v R poTTy

o e
E. H . 44 H H

0.05 44, -+ '*‘*‘ﬁ:‘“"#’f B et
B  aaasilf :

004+ M gt gty T

0.03 Pty ++++ ..... e RSAS e + Y + g ]

0.02F+wevresseesfeessedens e

T R S s S

Ratio

=0.0%
(2]
9009

)

%$.008

[%])

$.007

Q
H.006

=]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

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

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

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
0.0
.009F
008
007E
.006E:
005
0.004F
0.003

ocduglicates gteys

pileup rate vs n

LT R T e s S

SRR R A R S A

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

Ratio

Pileup rate vs @

TSI S S SR L S

S s s Tk e B

pileup rate vs @

S s S e S

s =




	Contents
	Page 1


