Fake rate vs dr

fakerate vs AR
o
[ee]

.
L

1072

il A
track min AR

[ Duplicates Rate vs dr |

1-----:-- - .-

0.8[—

0.6

duplicates rate vs AR

0.4

0.2

o W)
g
@

4

0951 iliidiii I
107 1072 107 1
track min AR

Pileup rate vs dr

 0.01

g
©.009
$.008
2.007
3
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.004]

107 1072 10?

1
track min AR

Fake rate vs D

DQM_original_ste A_BI
Dé t

M~ pixelCPE

upum_etazé)btoz; 0
1tol etaZ{)

04p

0.05
2, :
9.045F -}
g

£0.04p---
B.035F -

2 g
90.03:— """ '
8.025F -
X F
80.02F---+
0.015F -
0.01-+++i

0.005F+ -+
20

M~_mkFit_ste
] '|pe p

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

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

Ratio

0.95L
1073

Fake rate vs pu

1072

-1

1
AR(track, jetg)

—0.05—
o H
0.045F-
£0.04F--
%.035
T0.03F
0.0250
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

1.0

Ratio

9% 24 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Pileup

t
m_pPate_step”z_p Opltol_ eta2p5to4p0

1 -

duplicates rate vs AR(track, jet)
o o o
N (o] Q0

o
N

&

Ratio

0.95 HEHEHEH
1078 1072

1 -1
AR(track, jetg)

[Duplicates Rate vs pu |
0.8

0.7 eredremmio b

0.6

0.5

duplicates rate vs PU

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

924 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
Pileup

Pileup rate vs pu

5 0.0
o
©.009
$.008
2.007
[}
@.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q....




	Contents
	Page 1


