Fake rate vs P,

T

Takerate vs p,

Ratio

W "\'NE:[:' } o

----- LS T
iy
o +++imH'j+H+

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

PR P PR P
hd 5 N
<+
<+ HES . .
LL 3 I 0 4 1 0 0 o 0 5 R -
4 h 0 "

0.95!

107 1

10

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

Duplicates Rate vs P,

~ 0.5

p.

)
>

auplcates rate

0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25

10

Pileup rate vs P,

CL'_ | R vt et
0 3 : : :
> I : :
1< + Cad .
© 0.813.'.'..’....59
= L : * :
5 : :
o r : H
o F : :
L p }\ N
0.4fseeenees Feeee ;
0.2
r\- T | L ||i ]
9 ¥ : :
1“**”% WEN i

0.95!

10

—— DQM_fitted4_1000evt

—=— DQM_original_1000evt

Fake rate vs phi

S

20.18F
[J) -
T0.16f
5] o
$0.14F
0.128

0.
0.08F
0.06
0.04
0.02

0.2

£0.09
£0.08
80.07
@
£0.06
Q.
>
$0.05

Ratio

0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

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

T T [ T O O T O [ e e

0.95%

[ Duplicates Rate vs @]

20.02

9
Q
B

8.

.018]
.016
014

.g 012

'0001

0
0
0
0

Ratio

.008
.006]
.004
.002

T

LES R S ST

=i

T I

Vs -

0.951k

-3

0.8

pileup rate vs 1

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

e

10 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


