[ Fake rate vs normalized %2 | [ Duplicates Rate vs normalized x? | [ Pileup rate vs normalized x2 |
N 05— ————— ~_ 0.5 ~_ 0.8
o T = =
20.45; §0.45 2 07
Q . () Q
@ 0.4: § 0.4 § 0.6
@ E :
Lo.35 $0.35 2
sk g 2 05
0.3 S 03 5 0
E o
0.25F 80.25 0.4
0.25— 0.2 0.3
0.15F 0.15
: 0.2
0.F 0.1
0.05F 0.05f 0.1
o b SRS VUL TUUR TOUE PO FOUR TR JOE PO O OO o .0
= r T A 3 ’ E
14 04 ‘é - o :
I S SO SO OSSO SUNT S Y Y SR SR DRSO U ! : SR SO SO T R
0.95L 1 H 1 L H L H H L 0.9% 1 L L L L L H 1 1 0.95 1 L L 1 H H H H H
0V 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 0V 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

track x2 track X2 track X2

—_— VI O1a
Fake rate vs | ——~— I.D%M— 38% R000000001 _Global CMSSW X Y Z RECO

0.8

0.7

o 2
b » S
A 01O

0.6

seeding layers
o
w
o

2 03 0.5

te

0.4

faker:
o
N

0.3

pileup rate vs seeding layers

0.15

0.2

duplicates rate vs seeding layers

0.1

Ratio
Ratio

l
l

0.95 0.95 T — 0.950—t—t—t—1—t




	Contents
	Page 1


