Fake

rate vs collection

o
[y

0.45

Fake rate

o

IS

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

ﬁ i s

1.1

Ratio

1QF

S

AT Ty Y T o L T T S v TP TP e
€N, IL; Wi, W, I01a~,IClq /2 Xe lxg/2iXe UCor e Uop 'S Uy
e’a/nglgq/fep'b’QLg’g?f’&ué@ﬁggfdgzé;d%’%?g? f,,-;;élzgssg?:;f,egre gg[geeggggelgggg%gg;ewe/
S e ey Slep dsle e, lep NajS St ten /00,
i Stey, e SIngsEPC Al
ug ~tin

| Duplicates rate vs {

—=— DQM _original_step?2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

—e— DQM_pixelCPE_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
phasel-new

geom

—— DQM_pixelCPENoMatR_step?2_ttbar-
I o U9

C i i i i i i i i i i i i i i
0.7 e s —tom et e ToB e T T, 0.9
o e e e Lot ek et Sl
2. El /]
S €p " Slep Vlep dsrep ClSte, lep P ”Q/S/egfep/"\(?)tz?fgzlzglag

E | e ==
- s ”7/1/:;/ 0 o iy e 0 f'x; ’;e[/ 7o T /@tcia TR TR
ra/r,ag(len ’QUadsltrnbétgp/eggedoz é’dTnﬁ’*step’”b/ég&‘s?gslep'@ eg”,ﬁeedZ§ee gged,?gaze%
S ep ey, Slep” ads Plet, ley SR Nals ISte,, ISteQ/on
0 P lep Sfep g S[Ep €pin, Osfg‘ﬂ/,;;a/*



	Contents
	Page 1


