Fake rate vs P,

T

Takerate vs p,

Ratio

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

o T -

0.955 i
101 1

: H - ,
10 tra%g P, (Ge\})0

| Duplicates Rate vs p_

0.0
o
£.009
o)
©.008
0
£.007
Q
2.006
>
o

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

1.0

Ratio

0.95 i
1071 1

H H - ,
10 tra%g P, (Ge\;')0

Pileup rate vs P,

T

plieup rate vs p

Ratio

S D s
1Y IR, b SR
0.6 Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e

T T S —

0.2k Y T
i : 4 :
A s .+i"+. i
ERVS o H B H

-+

0.95!

M—ariginal—10
M_fitted4 T00Oevt

evt

UéM original_ori (l)n alvector_T000evt

track n

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.5

0
>

fakerate

Ratio

0.45
0.4
0.35)
0.3]
0.25
0.2
0.15)

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

L LR LA LN LSS Y LR R RN AR KA

o
i
TTT
——

track @

=0.02
9.018
$.016
d.014
©
$.012
[oR
=}
$0.01
0.008
0.006
0.004

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

0.002F------ s RN ;

Y. | S

Ratio

B
T T
+

0.95%

[ Duplicates Rate vs @]

50.05
9.045F
Q )
T0.04F
$.035F
S __F
£0.03
=] 3
©.025F

0.02F
0.015F

0.01E
0.005F

1.0

Ratio

B
Seahsabent
+
+

pileup rate vs 1

Ratio

0.6F- |4+

U """" """" """ """"

AT
'élﬁﬁﬁ -------- - ?*ﬁﬁm

track n

Pileup rate vs @

S

pileup rate vs

Ratio

0.8

I
S
;gff;fﬁ _____ Ei+t _____ %mx

L s o e S

R R A
O R EE A

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


