[ Fake rate vs normalized %2 | [ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? | [ Pileup rate vs normalized x2 |
0.5

2t : 2045 g
Q B : ] = Q
B 0.8 Forde it AREIITEL RIS & 04F @
[} o . E
< : $0.350 =
= : o] o @
L [ S A L 0.3k a
0.6 : = E o
P B30.25F X
oapto b bbbk 02 S N S o S
0.15F
0.2 S GRITEEE: ERPSETY FECE SREE 0.1 0.2 i
H F+ - H H H H H H H H H
0.05}—' 3
o e ...I::.I...I...I...I...I...:... o q__. .9¢.UG:"':"'I'"I"':'"I"':"'I"'I"'I"'
R e g T e
N R et 0.5F E ol : :
L 0.95F -~ - EH i -f -7 Femerieenheandeens
: 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

10 12 14 16 18 20 S S

CO
NF
-
ok
ol

10 12 14 16 18 20
track x2 track X2 track X2

6
— M otd
Fake rate vs.| —v— Eé 0869 R000000001 Global _CMSSW X Y Z RECO |
0.8

I

0.7

0.8 0.6

0.5

0.6+
: 0.4

fakerate vs seeding layers

0.4/t 0.3

pileup rate vs seeding layers

duplicates rate vs seeding layers

0.2

0.2

0.1

IL_L_IIIIIIIIIIIIIi*-iII (EEEEEEEEN] IEEEENEENEEEEEN]
Q .

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

% ‘fm i,
;
1 455 ,tgm ke i ;g o
Q%}gi ’ D e, S R K”Efﬂ%%;pgsna;ps;w
580 552 nen <.




	Contents
	Page 1


