Fake rate vs P,

~ 0.8

Takerate vs p,

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

Py

i

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

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

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

i

+
1.05f -

-

0951 .
101 1

10

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

| Duplicates Rate vs p_

+0.01,
o

£.009
o)
©.008
0
£.007
Q
2.006
>
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

oofF-H-{4t-1

0.8L .
107 1

10

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

Pileup rate vs P,

T

plieup rate vs p

Ratio

0.4

0.2

I p priT
-... .-QE : :

r -t e : :
0.8f---------- * """" ‘ """"""
1# IO
0.6HF oo EREEE ; ----- R T R P TRRs
AL | , "::i 1
11| S R
10 1

10

™
éM —fit_cpeOK_:

original_ori

malvector TOOU0eV
ORTRZ2

TESTOUTLIERS 1000evt

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.2
20.18F

>

@®

©
pid

Ratio

[0]
©0.16
(0]
$0.14

0.12

0.1

0.08}
0.06
0.04
0.02

1.

0.95lk

M_fit_cpeOK_SORTRZ2_TESTOUTLIER6_1000evt

=0.05
9.045
£0.04
8.035
©
£0.03
Q.
=}
9.025

0.02

0.015

Ratio

0.01
0.005F -

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

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

1.0

B
T

0.95%

[ Duplicates Rate vs @]

o0.01
9.009E -
[0]
®.008E
$.007F
] .
2.006F -
=] +
©.005E -
0.004ff- 1+ .
0.003ft-4- {414 -
3

pileup rate vs 1

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

=

%@I {+

+++*++*++++++ tH+*‘++++++*

R '1 %
track n

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

i v AR AR
2 e ‘mw., ,.,,.., “ ._oo-&'-uﬂ-.

10 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


