Fake rate vs P,

T

il

0.8

Takerate vs p

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

|'_C->
al

; 3
tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Duplicates Rate vs P,
+0.0%
>

9.009
in) 008
10 007
§ 006
2.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

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

0.001:+-#-* -----------------------------------------
E .,
o LD e | |
5 4l
04 o B R R R R R PP
095 F - -F -
I 4

107 1 10

tra%Esz (Ge\})03

Pileup rate vs P,

T

pleup rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95 L H o
1071 1 10

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbase

—— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrainOldFiles125 v2_prelimWP_5iter

Ratio

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.2
2
cuO'18

©

50.16f:
x v
$0.14F

0.12

0.1
0.08
0.06)
0.04
0.02

FRvs) L,

Ratio

0.95L

l*W """ '+;;‘ Hﬂ;ﬁ'ﬂﬂﬂ%

track (p

= 0.0%
.009
.008
007
.006
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
+0

ugjicates Fateys

Ratio

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
0.0l
.009F
008k
007E
.006E:
0.005E
0.004F
0.003
0.002F
0.001E:-

QURJICHES EAlENS

o Of
= M2 + 401011 -
@ i 2 2 2 4
" . . -l :
09Kt =A==tk ==L HFH A - T 41 |
a - . . lh T -
T e
0.8

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

)

. #
it ,m# +**++“M’w“ b
N+ :

-l

: ’++++

0.95

track n

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

1

o
©

o
o

o
IS

o
[N

-

0.95;:



	Contents
	Page 1


