Fake rate vs P,

T

Takerate vs p

| """""" ' """"" "

S -
RSSO S o |
1
N S
Sl
0.2-_ ......... 3&*‘*+*%%

Ratio

fakerate vs n
I
00

o
5]

o
w

o
[N

10t 1 10

©

3
!
:

©

)
!
A

;
&
eﬂ'
:‘t'

P U OO SRR SO U W

tra%fgzpT (Ge\}93

Duplicates Rate vs P,

+0.02
[N
9.018
> X
@.016[F
0
W .014fF
g
D.012f
=}
S 0.0t
0.008}+
0.006}H

0.004}%:

0.002fr

107 1 10

tra%Esz (Ge\})03

0.6

plieup rate vs p

0.4

0.3

Pileup rate vs P,
0.8 -

0.7
0.5E
0.2k

0.1F

Ratio

1.05f

A et

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

0.95

1071 1 10

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL

Ratio

0.95

Fake rate vs phi

o 05
4

>045
04
035
0.3

fakerate

0.25E

0.2

0.15F
R

0.05

;.uC

Ratio

09505

i

++++++++++ ++++ +++ f ++++H++++++

=) T
track (p

= 0.2r
(g n
90.18:—
S0.16F
a o
£0.14F
<] o
50.12F
3 E
0.1+
0.08F

—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL2

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

o 0.01
[ E:
P?.oog;
®.008F
*0.008g:

% 007E
®-007

@.006F%- , . .
3 : : f : :
0.005fH -t H A g H kTl

0.004f
0.003
0.002E

0,002+ oo

track @

=

o
Jos)

pileup rate vs n

o
o)

I
N

I
IS
™

Ratio

0.95

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs

90.8_:
e
3 IR SR USSR SN SO
g;-t’*%,m.# cx.h" "*#"#“
0.5F------- e R T EPERL PP
% O T O T
NS TS O s
O
o

fan

LW

Ratio

0.95_'

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


