Fake rate vs P,

T

=

0.8

Takerate vs p,

0.6

0.4

0.2~

----------------------------- {-----------------

Ratio

i
)
x|
+i_
—#—::
[]
'y

0.958

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

Duplicates Rate vs P,

0.2
o

2 0.18F -+ Fereneneesed ARERRS RS feenenees

o o : : :

S 0.16f e Freseeeees R R

S 0.1aF B I

3 F : : :

20.12F - A R R R

> L . . .

(@] L . . .
O.Feeeee RRRERERS R e

0.08F -+ e e N T A

0. 2 H H
1 2 3
10 1 10 tra%g P, (Ge\;')0

~ 0.8

plieup rate vs p

Ratio

Pileup rate vs P,

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

M—fit_cpeOK_.

TESTOUTLIERS 1000evt

DOQM_original_ori malvector TOOU0eV
Bé ORTRZ2

fakerate vs n
o o
P frrt

o
P

0.2

Ratio

o
T

“u“iill
i

Fake rate vs phi

A "1‘4*1'“ 0..,,‘. # . .”*.‘_1"

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

s 0.8
%) L
@ :
g
o
o
X
©
8
o &
IS
ad
!

%+++++++++++++ H++++++++H+##+H+

3 -2 —l l 2 3

track @

M_fit_cpeOK_SORTRZ2_TESTOUTLIER6_1000evt

Ratio

53 2 1 0 T 2 3

[ Duplicates Rate vs @]
=-0.01

£.009 , ; , ; : ;
Q ) H H H H H
AU S R N B &
FoXolo7(: ) ERERE SRR SO R SRTREEN (B :
© 4 . . .

2.006- : : :
>
.005
0.004
0.003

F

P T T TT T L

0.002
0.001E
o 10f ; ; !
B T : ] +
: : 4
@ 1.05f T B s
AT T F + -.‘,.E‘,‘-‘;"*:n;r"""‘th + T
0.95 ~

pileup rate vs 1

Ratio

s 0.8

pileup rate vs

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

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

e

T T




	Contents
	Page 1


