Takerate vs p

Ratio

Fake rate vs P,
- 0.8 -

] S S S -~

0.6f -+ Feeeeeeend eeeeeees deeen

0.3F+eeene b e Ly
= N N H

0.5F -+ veees FRTITPRREE RTPPIRPPORY R 1

Y] S SR S LT

+
— . . . TIr
0.2p-----n-o- e AR 1t
o - . . L
:;‘. . . . -+
O g bt 15
T | L FERTT
[ . P
1.5 e - - - - LR -
r N +
[ " : E
- Rl 1
l‘a—oi.f;‘;:a. E
B 3

=
o
h

tra%gzp (Ge\})03

Duplicates Rate vs P,

~ 0.2
2

2 0.18F
o F
5 0.16

J-’014

J

2012

5
S 0.1

0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.028

10

Ratio

il

0.8fr

0.6

107 1

Pileup rate vs P,

T

pleup rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

o 4
b <l

B -
-

: -m,ab*ia;ii |

-

% géﬁiﬁ

ess

EWTOLDSAMPLE

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.2F
26.18F
20188
e E
50.16 :
< .
£0.14F

0.12F
0.1
0.08f
0.06f;
0.04F
0.02F;

Ratio

C_.

1.2p%

= 0.2

¢
50-18

8 0.16F
2]

Q
20.14

Q
50.12

3
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02
1.4
1.2

il
0.8

Ratio

YRR

(@ R A LA AR R R R

F e B H U
S S APPSO A -
-

T

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

"0
Tl *u’*" %ﬂ
IE;
0.95

’t”muf»':* Hf

:"++

gy,
ooy w’

-1 O 1 2 3
track n

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

1

o
o

o
IS

0.2

R .
Bt A armaene b =2 bk et hdehs

A i : :
i i P e e
Lo e T g :
L : : : : : :

0.95n

-1 0 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


