Efficiency vs P,

10.05
o
9.045
>
20.04
@
2.035
[J]
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

AR AR AR AR RR R R RRN LR RNl RRRRN RARRN LARRE RRRRN LRRR

fake+duplicates vs P,

T

i e Tttt ——

Take+dauplicates rate vs p

0.2

T R S— RN 21 -
T TR SR— R Y -

1) SRS T S 11—

Ratio
=3

0.9

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

o 0 " .....! L ..! NPT 1 |
3 ’ IE ]
o M1 = = TF EEEEEEEE B 1 o 2 bk TEEEEEEEEEEN
1|4 1
0.95 *## S ] AR
9 ! 1 :
— 3
107t 10 ?
Hp_ (et
—=— DQM_original_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—e— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom
—— DQM_pixelCPETemplateCutChiSquareNew7_step2_tthar-phasel-newgeom
1
= 0.4

2
20.09
2
50.08
o
£0.07
[}
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Vs

Ratio
N

0.95

©
©
T

o
2}
T

fake+duplicates rate vs n

o

D

Crd

.

i
. A

g

F 3

Pewomorormonngeeees P SRR T

-

0.95'

[ fake+duplicates vs o]

s 0.5
n .
>0.45F

o
© w ©
w_ a_b

0.25F

fake+duplicates rate

©
o kB 2
= 00N

iy




	Contents
	Page 1


