Fake rate vs dr

[ Duplicates Rate vs dr |

Pileup rate vs dr

0.0
o — C -
g T 3 E g T
e [ ©.009F o [
Q r E o) L
© 0.8 $-008F- T 0.8f
2 I $.007F- a [
w— L T E Q L
0.6 %)_.006;—' 2 0.6
- .005F I
0.4 0.004F 0.4
F i I 0.003;— L
0.2F--+ B T, 8 0.002E 0.2f
- i : | 0.001f :
o O Sl o O o “Or—
| “ || 0.5F i
| RREEE I C : .
P I ||I| ..||- ob i b ¢ g i R osbt
107 1 107 1072 107 1 107 1072 1
track min AR track min AR track min AR
—— DOQM_TT _ORIGINAL
éM_TT_MODIFIED layerProcv2
Fakeratevs{ __,_ _ DOM_TT__MODIFIED layerProcv2_OctoberVersion
"\0 04 = 02_
ok o
_@.009 _5'0.18_—
$.008 So.16F
%.007 %0.14:—
[ " o
D.006 20.12F
B.005 € o1
@ S
®.004 20.08F
= Q. o
B.003 0.06
S E
0.002 0.04F
0.001 0.02f
o O o +OF
& 3
0.5 E
0.95F
HIH : 0 HEH HEHEHE o9k
-1 107 1072 107

1
AR(track, jetg)

Fake rate vs pu

0.5
0.45

0.35

fakerate vs PU
o
iy

o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio

1.5]

N
(=]

10
AR(track, jetg)

[Duplicates Rate vs pu |
> 0.0

o
©.009
$.008
$.007
&
9.006
o
3.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

D 50 100 150 200 250
Pileup

0.5

o OF T

3 r : ]

24 [ : ]

e
0563640 50 90100
Pileup



	Contents
	Page 1


