| Efficiency vs collection | Fakerate vs collection

1

1

Efficiency
Fake rate

i) F : i)
— : 3 ) | 1
@© C ] @© L— 1
x 1 | ; x = ;
| 1_' 1
090 i i i i i i i i _ i 0.95 IR S S SRDUE SRS S N N S S i i
' Teney M) OWR; A 9hp, 0wy, T6la y Tetan PXejn Mixe y Pkey 10T 18ECo, Muoy, JMuop ispy, : Tene,Mlia s O 19k, OWi s elac, Telacy e s Mireq ey 10BTe 7SlCo, Mo,
a7, USte, U T i N6 2N 0 r P airaC O T €55 e8CS e TR MSeq ' SeaiaCe, a7, USte, Trie T e aCheg s Pairac  Trp e 8s 5 0 8CSss e
o lep lep Pino, o lep
ut

—=— DQM_origmai4

- —e— DQM_testMKFit_initialStepReso

| Duplicates rate Vs ( _, _ pOM_testMkFitFit_initialStepReso
0.05 —+— DQM_testMKFitFit_initialStepReso_testSorting

1
.045
0.04
.035

icategyate

Pileup rate

Dyp!

0.03
0.025
0.02

0.015
0.01

it

0.005

o
TT T T[T |||||
Ratio

o—
i—

O 8 i i i i i i i i i i
+O T Tene, M, SO TGk, OWi Tela g, Pelacy Pie s Mixe g ey 0076
ra) /St {{ tT st 3Ch Ch, Pajrdr; SlLe, &g,
Trace h Ouags,e gn/e,ggf,sgzouazgl% /e"ﬁ’ep rwletsl“z;s’epsfep

ley

i i i i i i i
SlCopg o g Mon ! "Dlace 0.95 Tene,Miia s oWy "’th,ﬂ””/
% C)
RSl 0

i i i i i i i i
z By I8l ta, p’)(e/p'%(edp’)(eq b7 8tCo, Moy,
SRy 0e e g CouR, U Traelep Qlags Ty T ivjar1eaQ eqr, irgyd st essg,
o ] AR RO S e
ut



	Contents
	Page 1


