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

| e P - CL)_ 0.3 | SEEEEEEEEES """""" ' """"""

T
T

[ : : : 20,09
: : : 2

& 0.08
: : : 0

I : : : 0 0.07

3 : : : 8

---------- e N S F N 5_006
. . . 1 =]

L : : : L |1 ©0.05

.......... T S R R 0.04

: : ' 0.03

0.02

0.0

0.8

Takerate vs p
o
o0
!

plieup rate vs p

0.6F

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

0.4

; 2 3 -1 : : . 2 3 -1 ; : : 2 + 3
tra%g P, (Ge\}P 10 1 10 tra%E P, (Ge\})O 10 1 10 tra%g P, (Ge\})O
DQV_TT_MRFT-DQM_origimal

R /data’Z/I(_?_g anni/standalone-May24/CMSSW_13 2 X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0
mkFit-DQM orlglnal newwmdows

: : : : : »
1RSSR SRS S S S =0.09
7] USRS SR O O SRR 20.08

. . . . . %}
035 +ertrrrnnebeenes e R R £0.07
S A g
50.06
>

U SEEESEEE S R R S

0.8 Beeee g L
o o .

pileup rate vs n

LT S R N s e

T L TN I S ©0.05 i
S T WA 9 U O S
SRTS SR SE WY SIS AN IS SR R R A A
O SRCITIE TP SRR AR 0.02 02f e e B
0.05F++-- OSSO SO SN 0.01 I

T T

“Hhmi**ﬁi L Mﬁﬁmﬁﬁmg #

0953 R —

1Q

Ratio
Ratio

1.1

1

3 _
track n

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

R S S S S S

T S I o g

pileup rate vs @

N

S O O W

0015 T

0.0t L O O OO M

0.005F N

: : : : : : :: n-i 1 1 | 1 1 1
o o o 0! i
¢ S & L :

o T Y ﬂ S NN
1 N

0:%8 0'95:'3 R o T2 3

—'3—'2-'16'1é3' -3
track @




	Contents
	Page 1


