Fake rate vs P,

i """""" CTTTTTTTTTrAT e

T

Takerate vs p
o
[es]
!
.

o
o)
[

o
N
T
R —
+

L]
.i
P
S
o
| —i—

U B St Tdes)ememeenes
L -
| -~
o J.-UG_ ||||! L I - |
s | ] :
111 11 5
|H|§|
0.95L .

101 1 10

tra%gzp (Ge\}P3

Dupli

cates Rate vs p_

+0.02,
2

D.018F
D

.016F
10 014F
§ 012F : ! :
3 008 ber s SR R
0.008F :
0.006F

0.004
0.002

1.0

.
T T

107 1 10

tra%Esz (Ge\})03

Pileup rate vs P,

T

pleup rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95 L H n
1071 1 10

tra%gzpT (Ge\})03

—— CMSSW_12 3 X

—— 2/CMSSW_12_3_X_2022-02-25-2300/src/DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__
_2022-02-25-2300/src/DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__

mKFitOLD__RECO
mkFitNEW__RECO

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.2 T T M T T T
SN SSSN NUN ONS OO SO S
O ABE e g
© Fooo. R T S e
5 0.16F: . ! | d : :

Borb i p
CUMNERL UL

0.12 }

L It S s

N e S
R S M Lt Et RO
0.04F s
T S RS S U S

+ BT

Ratio

= 0.5

2
s 0.09
$0.08
3
£0.07
o
50.06
3
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

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

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

T e
gl

favs)

Ratio

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

o 0.0Y

.009

.007

QURJICHES EAlENS

0.005
0.004]
0.003]
0.002

0.001

U S R N TR N

008+t irf -

e

n

T T T O

Ratio

s

0.95k

e

track @

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

lllulll “““ll”” | ll|1111| .
||I'”I|| ”””H”” ||I"'III

0.95L

=3 -2 =) O T 2 3

track n

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.7F

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1




	Contents
	Page 1


