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

02— ———————————— «~0.01 ~ 0.5¢
>~ C . . . . . . . . . >~ o >~ o
9.8k 009F 9.45F
L F L F L E
D.16F @008f ©0.4F
o 4 F o F
D.14F &oo7f D.35F
: s F 3
0.12F (006 03
0. 0.005F- 0.25F
0.08F-- 0.004F Y7 G 1 1 U O SO AU S R S
0.003f 0.15F
0.002F 0.1
0.001 0.05F
- o Qpkbrndbendendbendn oo doedon o P S T T T
5 5 b = Al
] © r o f4f]: : :
1 T TR FE N REE SEEE 01 RN RN SUC PRTTARRRY DR SUR AT
0992 4 6 B8 10 12 14 16 18 20 24 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 092 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2 track x2 track x2

DQM_V000T_R000000001__Global_CMSSW_mKi502_RECO
DQM_V0001_R000000001_Global_CMSSW_mktt50i3. RECO

Fake rate vs.

0 0.8
o

o
N
N

o

o)
o
©

o
4]

T[T T[T T[T T [TT T [ TTTT[TTTT[TTTT

o
o)

0.4

0.3

fakerate vs seeding laye

o
~

pileup rate vs seeding layers

0.2
IHEE AN NN
Reathad
‘('G' L
x [
1_
0.95L - 0.950hh 43!

il
182,y 1814y, By, Bl 2. 2
152 52,0720, T . P05,
g3 Mgy M7, ALY



	Contents
	Page 1


