Fake rate vs P, | Duplicates Rate vs P, Pileup rate vs P,

| NI o P Q’-OOJ- | R R AP AR
: : : 9.009 : :

. . : [0}
0.8~ CRRPEPPEPEE e e @.008

T
T

0.8 LT SR

Takerate vs p
plieup rate vs p

[ ? ? ? &.007 Lt : .

L : : : © L : - :
0.6+ Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e 2006 0.6—-* -------- Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e

i i § : 9.005 [ L, :

P SRS SR SRS 0.004 ) SRS SRS T S—

! : : : 0.003 [ :
Hy : : : . t
0.2 Foen S— S 0.002 0.2 T

3 LA : : 0.001
e : : .
Al .:...i". ea®: ﬁjrl T B
o +Wf : - o ,9 o = : :
=1 ' = . = L ' 4
© 0 4 © © . B
[ R L e A1 E YRR s SRR REERE x o 4., T+
+++ T E 1M ‘o-‘.'.ylb.l, i {4t 4o 4
E U - 35 18 B A O ) 0.8 r : AT
OB T . 5 1
1 0.6 [ : b
Olﬁ 1 09: 1 1

-1 I : 2 3 -1 - : : 2 3 -1 . 2 3
10 1 10 tra%g P, (Ge\}P 10 1 10 tra%E P, (Ge\})O 10 1 10 tra%g P, (Ge\})O

DQM_TT_mMKRFT-DQM_originat
R /data’Z/ITg anni/standalone-May24/CMSSW_13 2 X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0
TT_ mkFit-DQM original newwindows —

[y 02 : : : : CO 04

SRR S R S S

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

pileup rate vs n
o
(o]
0
-
!
-
-

o
o)
[

____________________________________________________________________________________________

I
IS
[

Ly}

o
P
aE
3
cdugll
o 9 ¢ S
S
il
P e A e e
—

track n track n

Fake rate vs phi [Duplicates Rate vs @] Pileup rate vs ¢

s 0.1 . . . . . . 0.0l & oo m
%] = . . . . . : %) 3 n | . . . . . .
GO00F -t i 90008 A T R
= - H H H H H H = ) = |t et Pt g S "
©0.08F - ERRPRE Beeeees R ERREEPR %.008E Y| FEE i
3 - :+: H H H (%] . a Tl H H H H H H
S0.07E4 4yt ooy ' : j #.007E a : ' ' ' ' '

F . . o . > - . . . . . .
0068+ 8.006F S EEUUSOUS UUO: SOURU SOt SO SOOI
0.05F - Freeeeieneeend Fee D.005E A
004wl 00048 RS T s
00 ol oong N
0.02F++-+-dererehemneen b 0.002f; 0.2f b AN
S s s o M Y s

n:i....i i .i. i i 1 ] Al 1 1 Ll 1 1 1
o +H o o +Rf -
Z Z g F :
R JRbTErI LITIRE: ERRLE TP SRS o o

0.95% + ++ #% [

| T Hr# it ;

0923 3 0982 3=—25———"1 0 1 2 3

track (0}



	Contents
	Page 1


