Efficiency vs P,

F 0.7
o
£20.09
>
20.08
@
(&)
20.07
[J]
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

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

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

RS N U S

10

| fake+duplicates vs p_

o T e
08%» ------------ 0 R a—

T S e

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

0.4f - SR { I SR
B : . + +
L “".‘
r L% +
P R FLantl200 O R
§e] : 1T -
= 2
© 1.05f Tt 54 X! EEEEPRPEEPPr
o +
B R =
0.95F- -+ ------i-TqFHaep - of e
0

— DQV ariginal s[epZ tiar-p asel-newgeom

—e— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquarel5_step2_tt ar-ﬂhasel-newgeom
—+— DOM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquare5_step2_ttbar-p

asel-newgeom_test

o
|0

(o8 R AR AN R AL

il | A

; : T

4 &

2 1 0 1 2 3

TP n

Efficiency vs ¢

=0.02
(2]
Q.O:LS
(8]
9.016
‘©
§9.014
[J]
0.012
0.01
0.008
0.006
0.004

A LI AR RALEREE

ull \
+| | |-
7 E T 13
£ H <+
-1 : 4
! 14
. L
- B EEE B

= 0.8

fake+duplicates rate vs
o
6]

©
w

[ fake+duplicates vs o]
o 0.8

c o o o
2 0 o N

fake+duplicates rate vs

© o
N W

iy




	Contents
	Page 1


