Efficiency vs P,

+0.05
o

T SRS N S S—
> N N N

20.08F e eneeiee e STRPRUpP SRTRUPR
o : : :

D.035 i SRRTETEOE e
(] N N

] R R & e
0 S T & o
0.02F -+ P Beeeeeea ? EERRET
Y 1| SRR S S S

0.01
0.005

1.0

107 1 10

. Gedf’

fake+duplicates vs p_ |

o I+ - e e -
% r + :
> L
Q L H H H
IS : : :
I K:| SRR SRR R LR o
0 B H H H
i<} I
© : : :
o r . . .
S 0.8 rerreieeee R o
> o . . .
S H H H
¥ L
2 o H H H
O Pt e

B : : +

0.2 +esreseesberenniinns et s

o bl vl vl i
g L E
o L .

| R R - - .-

0. . ;
—1 2 3
10 1 10 tra%:% P, (Ge\})o

—=— DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—e— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew5_step?2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

H
T
+

0.95

Efficiency vs ¢

0.0

2 S SO RO A
S R S
8] . . . . . .
D008 -+ erreb ek
‘O . . . . . .
T SRt S S
° : : : : : :
O
O R S SIS
R S S S SR
O R SAMIALIR I
L S S R AR

0.001E

1.0

Ratio

O B RN S

e et | N s

fake+duplicates rate vs n

| I S

R s e e

Ratio

iy

- - -anaan 0 o " POV

0983 =5—=1T 0 1 2 3
track n

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

L=

IR TN B (R N S

e &t s S

fake+duplicates rate vs @

) e -

S s s

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


