Fake rate vs P,

| """""" "" """"

T

Takerate vs p
o
(o]
T

o
o)
[

o

'S
T

*

[ —
E #
- +

1l ;*J+++++H :~>j'::”§ [ B S -;..-.m--.- &
bt 5 |

_ * I 3
10 1 10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Duplicates Rate vs P,
+0.07,
[N

D.009 -+ Foeeeeeees RLEEIIERRE e
] N N H
©.008
%)
.007
g
£.006
>
2.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

10
1.2

Ratio

1.

S AR5
107 1

Pileup rate vs P,

T

plieup rate vs p

Ratio

P P S S
0.8[--s- S TR M

SRRSO SO OO S

S s

0.2+ B .

------ -

H
1
hoooof
= |

F—+—~— [
R
i

1071 1

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original
—— DOQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated

fakerate vs

0.35-

0.25

0.2
0.15

o

0.1

0.05

Qs

Ratio

Fake rate vs phi

o 05 T T M T T T
g : : : : : : :
q)0.45—- """" c fromeee prEe

g o 4F : : : ; : ;
g 04 o A S T T :
X E: : : : : : :
035

0T = R SO SO SO PR
0.25]
0.2
s
OF

s T S o

UC:I....I....I....I....I....I....I

R et R SRS R R

3

] ;+++*++++++++++H++++++*+++HH+H+

track @

=0.01

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

0.95

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
0.01¢
.009F
008
007E
.006E:
005
0.004F

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

ocduglicates gteys

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

P SO JOUUE FOUUE OV OO IO

I
! .+;.H++++.+++}++++++++¢;++++++H++;++.+HH.+} +++++ i

R 0 1 Z 3
track n

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

0.8: . . . . . .
oY N S O T |
% 0 ot T T R
9% T T O
Y S O B O
Y S A O
8 U U N A O S

0.1

3 2 -1 0 I 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


