Fake rate vs P,

| R """""" ' """"""

T

0.8 e SR

Takerate vs p

0.6

0.4f--weeees FERTPRREE e

A SO S ]
/\- |

Ratio

T l +++H THET T T

O.QE L 1 E
3
10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Dupli

cates Rate vs p_

—0.0%
2 E
2.009F
3] F .
.008F :
n E :
.007F :
5 F :
.006F ;
=] E :
0,008+ veher e S T
0.004f -+ +ecieeenenee e
0003+ reebeeeneaees P PR
0.002F - B e dreeeee
E ++ : :

0.001F T4 G e
o ) S ol i

g ' :

o

SN 1 1 O S U
0.95L L

10 1

Pileup rate vs P,

T

pleup rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

'_..++.++5 LTI
C + *M : :
r : L& :

0.95L

10 1
—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal

—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWHS_ALLITERS

0.8

0.7

0.6

takerate vs

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

s 0.5¢

—0.05
1)
3.045
$0.04
1]
£.035
o
50.03
>S5
D.025
0.02
0.015

0.0

0.005

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

T T T [T [ T [ T [T T T
e
F

Ratio

Y |

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

o 0.0
.009F
008k
007E
.006E:
?.005E:
0.004F
0.003
0.002F 4

UBJICRHES Fteys

0.001-'F--4¢-
o J..ls \ 11 + 1 + nn
T i : :
@ ey L L AL 1L
1] ?-“- Eo :» Sl O e RS .‘;0 w1
0.95 X H L
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.4

0.2

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.7F

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

[y

09555

it

T 0 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


