[ Fake rate vs normalized x? | [ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? | [ Pileup rate vs normalized 2
~ o 0. - - - - - - - - " v 0.0 0.8
>=< L =<

Q0.0 ke rdeeerden b 9.009

=<

Y

F >

& E 2 g C

O] o e RS S AR LA 9.008 O
g 0 E S e S S A S S
.007F 3 Foroo
o T ) O S VU SO S S SR S
9.006F QO'S: e
3 E R S S
0.005¢ O e S S
0004 05 OO OO
0.003F S S R S A S S
E O S A AR S
0.002f S A
0.001;— R --------

&

Ratio

febeeeaan

10 12 14 16 18 20 09546 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0TZ46 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2 track x2 track x2

0.95

o
©
el
N
o
ool

TdataZ2lTegianni/pareto-opt/restarfCMSSW_14_0_5/src/MTV-plot/DQM_TT__original_PU
Fake rate vs.| ——— /data2/legianni/pareto-opt/train_area_forExtraParams/CMSSW_14 0 5/src/MTV-plot/DQM_TT__ originalREDO

o 0.5
4

0.45

w °
o

o

s seeding laye

> 0.3
0.25

0.6

fakerate vs seeding layers

0.4

pileup rate vs seeding layers

0.15

dupllcates rate
o
N

o
i

0.05
FRve)

fRvs)

Ratio
Ratio

s

oy z ", i "
¢ T Py oSty e, il & g
R e O AR e e e s, g e i
g Ve Do 2-Neg2-og2. it g g /,, % o og Lneg, "2 e g, ixg L i T o, L 000 ey P P poS-pos
2 o, v v g o o 2m*5°,pf»£ﬁq e o ey



	Contents
	Page 1


