[ Fake rate vs normalized x? | [ Duplicates Rate vs normalized X2 [ Pileup rate vs normalized x? |

«0.02
B

o
0

(\$< C . . . . . C . . . . H . . H H r;< i e RRE ke R EE R E L e
o Eoioioroi TS SN O URE SUUNL OO OO S B N
T e R o AT
[ (60l 1<) EREREEEE TR TS EEET EEEE-TREECETEE EEERFEN SRR So0s o HTTT TS
LRI IOR TR S SO T g F 2 AT R
EE ey D e E T 3 TR
] e P S O S A S T = e oo
O T R RSt d IR S 06 ARSI
Oafei T < S
E R S A
0af i L 0.41 S
0.2F- - ; I Ponob
F : R SN SIS U U S S
0.1 i+ [ A
RN S FIS POV PO FUVE FVV U FAVE VL P A FUSUTUVE FPY W FURH Y S P TOOU PO
= R : = T: R A N
£ SELE TR
i OEE
10 12 14 16 18 20 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0924 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2 track x2 track x2

DOM_mKkFit_XiMinusPU_retrain2
DQM_mkFit_XiMinusPUold

Fake rate vs.

1
A

o
0

L.
-
.
H

o
e

=

fakerate vs seeding layers

N
PP

00

o o

o
S

licgdes rateys sgeding layers
N
pileup rate vs seeding layers

dup
°
(<2}

0.2

o o
o o
N B

E
[~]

Ratio
Ratio

Ratio
e

i

7 2 T
Ll W2 gy 02, o FCH.
By Ly 48P0y, Lo,
Wi3eppe s W2 2 0,
g By By




	Contents
	Page 1


