Fake rate vs P,

T

Takerate vs p

Ratio

fakerate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i T e TR

O.QE L :
101 1

0.8

0.6

0.2

RS S S A SN S

10

tra%gzp (Ge\}93

Duplicates Rate vs P,

- 0.2
[N
£o.18F
0] F
© 0.16f
%2 L
2 0.14F
©

£ 0.12F

<
=] F
S 0.1k

0.08F

0.06F

107 1 10

. 3
tra%Esz (Ge\})O

o

£0.18F
Q E
©0.16
o

§o.14
20.12

0.08f-------- R RRRE R RRESRRRRRRERES
0.06F ' : ;
0.04F
0.02F

Ratio

Pileup rate vs P,
+~ 0. -

Qo e e

1QF
1.1F

jl

L+
+ h

—— D

UéIVI orlglnal StepZ_T1ibar-

—— D

nasel-newgeom

pixel CPETemplate_step?2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom
[\ plerCPETempIateCut hiSquareNew_step?2 ttbar-phasel-newgeom

=

0955

Fake rate vs phi

fakerate vs @

Ratio

o
©

©
o

o
[N

&

. R CE SR RN S
PPN IRTPRE T RRRTRRS:
-iuuuulu l |i| | PR | ]
3 2 -1 0 L 2 3

0.8

0.7

0.6F,

TTTTTTT
%

.

.

T
-5,

0.5

duplicates rate vs n

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

ARRRERRRRRERL. Sannian s sy
o
P

Qs

Ratio

0.95
=3

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

"""""""""" 44'+ #*#H#*H#ﬁ#

track (p

0.95_

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

=
T

o
0
!
.
.

o
o)
[

o

Ny
[
-

I
N
!
"
"

5

H
LI, L
i
o L
== L
== H
= |
=
e

0.955

—1 O T 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


