Fake rate vs dr

7

U

o
N
al

o
N
a
T I P T O

0.35

fakerate vs AR
o
n

©
w

-

0.’:-

107

1
track min AR

[ Duplicates Rate vs dr |

x
<
9
4
@
2
Qo
d

0

0

0

0.001

0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006
.005
.004
.003
.002

1072 101 o1
track min AR

x 0.5
< F .
g0.455--
(] -
T 0.4
20.35f -+
2 I
3 03f-+
0.25F -+
0.2F-+
0.15F -+
04
0.05F -+

il

o l l | !;‘ it !l
09F - 114 il i "lw”i
ot itk ||| |

1072 101 o1
track min AR

Ratio

Fake rate vs

DOM_TT
DéM_TT_mkFit-D

—— D

mKl—it-UéM original-0

M_original-127
M~”mod-127

M TT _mKFit-D

=0.05
3

8.045F
g E

£o0.04F
%.035F

e F
20.03F
$ 025F
X F
So.02F
0.015F

0.01F
0.005E

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

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

;.G_

Ratio

1.1

-

107

-1

1072 1
0 AR(track, jetg)

Fake rate vs pu

0.2
0.18F
<0.16F
%o.mf—
0.12F
0.1
0.08f

rate vs PU

0.04
0.02

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

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

C_'

15F

Ratio

=

'-1’:

+ ]

20

90 100
Pileup

30 4l

=
]

0.0

.006]

o
o
al
T[T [ TTT IO [ TT T[T [ TT T [TTT T ITTT[ T ITTT

o0

1072 107t
AR(track, jetg)

[Duplicates Rate vs pu |

)
o
9
4
©
o)
o
d

0

0

0

0.001F
Q===

Ratio

0.0
.009F
.008F
.007F
.006F
.005F
.004F
.003F
.002F

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

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

o0sf

§

0.95L
1073

1072 107
AR(track, jetg)

Pileup rate vs pu

0.5
20.45—
£ 04
5'0.35
3 0.3

0.25

0.2 ]
0.15 ‘
0.1 [

PU

14

0 90 100
Pileup

111t [ : b b

0963640 50 60 70 8




	Contents
	Page 1


