Efficiency vs dr

o
[od

efficiency vs AR

Ratio

[ fake+duplicates vs AR |

1

0.8

lﬁ‘lll

0.6

b |

fake+duplicates rate vs AR
™

0.4

0.2

10

T, T 110
—s— DQM_ orlglnal step2_1 ttbar -phasel-newgeom
—e— DQM_pixelCPETemplate_step2_ttbar-phasel-newgeom

T

llq

0.5

P, jet
o
. D

0.35

©
w

0.25

eff|C|ency vs AR(T

o
[N

0.15
0.1
0.05

10

Ratio

=
S
w

1072 1
AR(TP, jet)

Efficiency vs pu

©
a

-} F T i

a - F : :
20455— """"""" """""""" """"""""""""
8 0.4F--iee R R R

] E . .
5035 eeedee T & b

% af oy :
03 Fd i ,»i"## H
0.25F - ¥ T~;#b ----- Bl e
0.2 eeielereriennben i L e
TS R SII ST
N IRITIETI TIIE SIRRE TR e
0.05f -++e+iseeseeeresenchonnees e

o wop———trd e b

s
g - H“*# BRE RSB ST SEETEEERETEEIES
S | S 0 1 )

80 1

N
o

120 140
Pileup

1
TP min AR

-1

—_— DQM_plerCPETempIateCutCh|SquareNew7 step2_ttbar- phasel newgeom

1072

) 1
track min AR

[ fake+duplicates vs AR(track, jet) |

1

I o ©
I 2} ©

©
N

fake+duplicates rate vs AR(track, jet)

Ratio
r
)

1072

1_

0.8~

0.6~

0.4

fake+duplicates rate vs PU

0.2

Ratio

0.95
2

80

100

T40
Pileup

120



	Contents
	Page 1


