| Efficiency vs collection |
1

Efficiency

HE i i i

Tene. Mitiar oW, TTgh .00

R
s

I S S S S

Tty LelacyPelnreq ey 10D Te Tt
Triop MiojaeaaCheg i Rirgy d Tripg €55 4 ECStg o
o0 Stey ’Sfenouadszé?/@s;gz Persieg 0 D"a/gfgﬁg

e i
5 Corgpiongions!Solac,
010 S eSdegs
’ep/,,ol’lé;pc

0‘,‘?6,l

Fakerate vs collection

Fake rate

Ratio

© © o
[e2) ~ [o5)
TTT T TTTT

o
41

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

10—
C i i i i i i i i i i i i i i
0.95 Tene, Mgy WS T "Gh s, OV T8ty Tt P Mixe P Pre) L0876 TSlCo, Mliop < Mo, JSp;,
raf T, ASte,, Tripn o6 2N 0 P aira I Try €ss cECS e TR "Seq 1 SeeiaCe,
Trac, Rep Qllags,egblezs;g;)er‘g,eZOuadg,’Zw/e; g;ep "oler, ei;sl@ﬁ lepy 9@9/0,;5\‘%?113,2%?05,%%
p - Slep € ingy,
't

—=— DQM_origmal4

- —e— DQM_testMKFit_initialStepReso
| Duplicates rate Vs ( _, _ pOM_testMkFitFit_initialStepReso
e

0.05
.045
0.04
.035

icategyate

Dyp!

0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

1

Pileup rat

q

0.8

Ratio

DQM_testMkFitFit_initialStepReso_wRejection10
e D

I i i i i i i i i i i i i 0.95
Tene,. M) OW; T Ghp, OV, T6tay Tetar, PiXey, MixeqPxey 00T, T8ICo, Moy, Mo, Jispy, :
1alT AStepy tQuz ot Trin  Trin A ChegaChe gy P airge O Ty, t8ss cECS g OreR MSeg o !SeeriCe
ack P wYads,” oler IPlerg CIQy A Trin " Stey Pleps SSSte, ten - ¥eg iy CEUay S0 SR,
Chs Stey, e’slep's’epol'ad%;f’ets,gg Stgytep P g’O"a/sf(%?!ep?,?gfep%
ut

Tene,

i i i i i i i i i i i
i) < OWe TG O Ut O61a . PXe s Mixer PXey; 100 T4 1860, Mo, Moy, J0S,
B R R S A e S S
S ep lep lep Star€lSy, lep QIS e, lepe
p - Slep lep PIngy,PC
it



	Contents
	Page 1


