Fake rate vs P,

Q'_ - e CoTTTTTTTTrATT et -
4 r N N N
> o
§ 0.8 g i S
4 - . . .
© l
5
.

Y ISR SO SR A
0.4f-weeeee PRSI RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR LSRR R S

Ratio

L.,Lﬁul||-r 115 1 J

"""TrrrﬂT T
0.958 i i

-1 I I : 2 3
10 1 10 tra%g P, (Ge\})0

| Duplicates Rate vs p_

0.05
o
%.045
Q
S 0.04

(%]
£0.035

5] : : :
5 0.03F SRR LT RS
=} . . .
=} . . .
0025+ Froseeeene e | R

0.02
0.015
0.0%
0.005

R . LT

Pileup rate vs P,

—0.07]
o
£0.009
o
0.008
o
£0.007
=

0.006

0.005

0.004

0.003

0.002

0.001
O

Ratio

0.5k

él\/l tesi_CKFFIiDetaull

Il

M~test” mkFitFit noOL

M~test_doubleFit_noOL

fakerate vs n

TN A

Ratio

Fake rate vs phi

s 0.8

VS

fakerate
o
(o))

L LU L L
TR TR T T T

3 2 1 o0 1 2 3
track @

=0.02
9.018
$.016
d.014
©
$.012
[oR

=}
$0.01

0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

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

Ratio

Of b
12f--

[ Dupli

cates Ratevs @]

0.0l
9.009E
Q )
®.008E
$.007F
© .
2.006F
=] +
©.005F
0.004E
0.003
0.002F
0.002T-

Ratio

0
4
2

1
o

Pileup rate vs @

0.0

P R S S B e
[0} E : : : : : :
®.008F -+ s R R
.007E------- SRRRTEE e SRRRLEEERRLLEED
) = : : : : : :
B.006f -+ e e A R
TIT R S T s
0.004f—
e
S e T
0.0+ wreeedenessdennsen b
T [ : : : : : .
o [ : : : : : :
0.5 -----+" T B A A
31 o0 1 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


