| Efficiency vs collection | | Fakerate vs collection
1e 0.8

0.7

Efficiency
Fake rate

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i i
Jg iz, O T 70, Tet- . Uets . OF ixe,, 00 0] 710, il T Te, it O T 01 Tt 061, Plx e Plxay, 10h OF Gon U, s,
e o e Tt ot e o eon s on S, T B e el oL e o Ron Lo S,
ac/(s dslepﬂlezsle 5’S’Spou‘a0'81g o ep P gm"a/s?ds’epfdsfep% ac/fs Slep ezs,@p rs,ep Uadslé?/elsgp elslep lep R 9/0,761 /S?dslep‘;ds[ep%
P &p “PIhg,, 0 & PIhg,,

it 't

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

| Duplicates rate vs { —— DQM_pixelCPE_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

—— DQM_pixel CPEANdChi2_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
I S S ouvvuvg

A 5

R S £.009
: : D : - >

%’).008
0.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

o
S
=
t

o) OF : ] I : o q
= 1= : j Tt : =
@© E : £ Do : @©
0.8F :- .8 P L :
o5 I S S S S S T S A S S N R S S S S N S
07 "~ 10 7T Tets.. et .. O LT 0, Teic T ™ LR O T‘Te 7O 7T (g Tt -, 081~ Plxars Mixa Plxas, 108 1 1686C~ Mo, o, s,
O USRI Tyl e lac i XEIR X e X6l 6 0T Corg d0n s Uon s Slace 6t US e Pt R VR e lache XelRa ! ea 1 XelL 6 DT I COrepiions g tonS (& lace,,
TacpEl Yags, Moles Plets QLT Y Stey, "PlepaSSSte,Vley i ey e €0y IR Akl < Yads,  TbletdPlets, Yy AT ey, PleraSStar>lep  ¥egs SEd Jog IR
ks St " Steyy Ste ey Plerg sl Sty €0 Q’Ona/sfds,ep?ds,ep% Cks Step"etSter, Steyy Uads,egle,step Stey, €0 ’Ona/sj’gs,epi‘gsfep%
" Slep ep “Pingy, » pPinoy,,
it it



	Contents
	Page 1


