Fake rate vs P,

T

Takerate vs p

S S S S
R A o
% SR S S S
19 S S

0.2 PR

Ratio

0.95

s
¥
D
+.+

i

0 S (P [

<+

= 0.2

. 3
10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Duplicates Rate vs P,

~0.01¢
o E
9.009¢
)
©.008
0
0.007
g
2.006f
=}
20.005H -+
0.004
0.003F+
0.002
0.001

Ratio

1.0

0.95

,_\

T
i
-

107 1

Pileup rate vs P,

T

plieup rate vs p

Ratio

| R . """""" E"""""": """ i
- "'..;.
0.8 ="t

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95L

T ]
1L++w.t++:+++++ O 1 10 X S (R
: 14 1
n E

1071 1

b 1 5
tra%gzpT (Ge\})O

—— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_mod-127

—— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_mod_updated-127

g
$0.18

< o
50.16

§0.14
0.12
0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04f--
0.02F
L. O

Ratio

0.95

Fake rate vs phi

track n

s 0.2
20.18f;
018
g E
50.16 :
< L
£0.14F
012
0.1E
0.08F
0.06F

=0.0%

[

o
o
o
=
T

B008E b

o

o

S

]
T
="

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

0.0
[2])
E).oog
®.008
"

$.007
(8]

R.006]
3

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002f

ooty vyl

T TT T [ CCLL I T T TT T T T Lo rr Tt

s

e
It
P
+
+
+
3
¥
&
A

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.8f-

0.6

0.4

0.2

) S

"EM+++++§H
0.95' _E

: +++ +++++§+++++w§m+++++++§++++”ﬂ++§+ﬁ+ﬁ«+{
. : N N N

T 0 I 2 3

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

1

0.8+

0.6

0.4

0.2

SR RS N W

0.9502

)

T o0 T 2z 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


