Fake rate vs P,

T

1

0.8

Takerate vs p,

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

L : 1 1)
SR %ITlT FHEHH -4 eed
I . -+ . .

107 1 10

; 2 3
tra%g P, (Ge\})0

| Duplicates Rate vs p_
+0.02
of

YT S S o
[} . .

.016f R R O

0 o . . .

£D.014fF -+ wee o RREERRRE ARER K1 O T ALEELTRER

5] E : : :

.012F e RREERLIEE RER 31 B N SEERREERS

=) F . . .

o L . . .
0.02F++w+ee Froscesaend R S B SRR

0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F
10F

Ratio

G5 STETERERRES e

| S +++++¥ B L o d ik ok (R
E s s

; 2 3
10 tra%g P, (Ge\})0

Pileup rate vs P,

T

plieup rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

- 4 4
-
-

-+

107 1 10

" 3
tra%gzpT (Ge\})O

—=— DQM_TTPU_mkFit_BuildNewBaseline
—— DQM_TTPU_mkFit_BuildNewBaseline2

Fake rate vs phi

30'02E : : : : : :
R L e

=0.02[—
0 o
.018
9.016F
0 .
B.014F -
L
8012
]
S H
0.01F+-
0.008F -5+ 1+
0.006f -+
0.004F
0.002f

LU

Ratio

i

| “”
i

1l
unMuWu

[ Duplicates Rate vs 9]
o0.01

%] .
D.009E
$.008E
9.008F:
Q .
®.007F
Qo "
B.006F
o +
0.005f -4
0.004f*-
0.003
0.002F
0.001F

#
||

[
L
2

B
T

0.95

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

p
4
o
5
3
*
: 5
r 1_'5:—!—
F
£
&
iy

oLt
o t.WiT 5
= E
© . 3 4+
4 E L
4 SHEE R YR JRARE
ey + T 0 4 |4+
jlindB L P H T -1
+ 4 -+ + E
L d

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.6

0.4}

0.2

Pileup rate vs ¢@

pileup rate vs @

1

b
©

o
2}

©
IS

=
LU

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


