Fake rate vs P,
~ 0.5

o

N

al
T[T

Takerate vs p
o
»

I
O w
w U1

101 1

10

tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P3

Duplicates Rate vs P,

u
o
o
a
T

n
o
o
o2}
ARARS RARRS

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

o R T O
E P

= RS I S
E : + :

E y

E T 4as } 1 1 1

107 1

10

tra%gzpT (Ge\})03

Pileup rate vs P,

+~ 0.8

0.7

0.6

pleup rate vs p

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

Ratio

1071 1

10

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global

__ CMSSW._original
__ CMSSW_cleaner

T
RN N

| ==

Ratio

0.95

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.2

2. .ok
20-18F
m L
50.16: : :
X : . ;
o4k {4 -Ht 1|
0.128k} - FHFHTF: -
0.1
0.08f:
0.06F

0.04
0.02

track @

=0.05
2]
@.045

£0.04

%]
£.035

o

50.03
>S5

D.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005 :
Y A T TR R T

Ratio

L) L LA L) LA L) LA LT LR L

0955

track n

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

£0.02
018
016
014
012
0.01
.008
.006 ;
004f- -+t e

AUBJICHES EAtENS

0
0
0

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

L9 LR U LR R

0.6

pileup rate vs n

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

iy

Vs s

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

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

W

++ ...... '+++++++H""+'+'+ __________

Ratio

0.95

track n

o 05

2

> 0.45]

g

S 04

0.35
0.3k

0.2
0.

0.15F
0.1

0.05

pileup

; #ﬂ{ﬂ

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

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

+

Ratio

0.95%

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


