Fake rate vs P,

T

il

0.8

Takerate vs p

0.6

0.4

I +
0.2

r Y. *

0 e -
¢.w"+""""""""' TR BT

° 3
10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

| Duplicates Rate vs p_

T

aupncdles rdie vs p

Ratio

T ST Sy
0.8 47 s
o T
o LA L]

7] SURRI RO SN

v PR | ||||||||! L FEETTT B R TT]
1l +

0.95L

-+
+
-
o afy
—

107 1 10

Pileup rate vs P,

T

pleup rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

+ : ‘1ll:| : 11l
i : "T]:| :

tra%gzpT (Ge\})03

—=— DQM_mkFit_XiMinusPU_retrain2
—— DQM_mkFit_XiMinusPUold

& Hl R
R T

|I”E”””||

0.95

T 0 T2 3
track n

duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

o
[o0]
!
[N
.
"

o
fe)
!

o
»
!
.
o

iy
T
'
N

e

favs)

UL U o L

CTTTEITITTEITECTPCEP P RE e .

-1 0 1 2 3

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

duplicates rate vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.6
0.5
0
0.3
0.2F

0.1

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

=3

-2

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

1

o
©

o
o

o
IS

0.2

[




	Contents
	Page 1


