Fake rate vs P,

T

il

0.8

Takerate vs p

0.6

0.4

Nl ul | 1
-+
[l

R GRS S

|44
L

= 0.2

101 1 10

tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P3

Duplicates Rate vs P,

~0.01¢
o E
9.009
)
©.008
0
0.007
g
2.006
=}
2.0050H
0.004H
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

LOf e

Ratio

LA

1

107 1

; ; ,
10 tra%Esz (Ge\})O

Pileup rate vs P,

i A I

T

plieup rate vs p

TR S -

Y S S SR

O Beeeeeeitd e

oty L

o +Bf !
g= [ HENES
o :
1H - [
0.95L ks

_ : I 3
10 1 10 tra%gzpT (Ge\})O

URTGINAL

—— D

DQM_TT
_— DéM_TI MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL2
M~TT_—MODIFIED propToPlane”PRVersionFINAL4

g
2018

©0.16F-
$0.14f

0.08F
0.06

0.04

0.02F
1B

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

Ratio

0.95

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.2
g
QO.lS
©
50.16
X
£0.14

0.12f;

0.1

0.08F
0.06f;
0.04F
0.02:?

Ratio

JVs) e

B

=0.0]
2

g.oog

)

%$.008

[%])

$.007

Q
H.006

=]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

o
o
o
=
T
[
e

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

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

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

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

track n

o 0.01
o oF
D009k
$.008F
[%] .
$.007F
o :
@.006F
3 :
0.005F
0.004F
0.003
0.002f
0.001%

o L i
kS 1l 4
a4 : : .
-3 =2 -1 0 1 2 3

Lag
0.8

pileup rate vs n
&
)
;.-
¥
ry

R S s e
SRR R A R S A

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

Ratio

Pileup rate vs @

0.81+

pileup rate vs @

)
$
.

|
’:.
i
H

O R S RMRIMARG S

S S S

0.2[7----+- ARRRR e AR AR

o lUcl .! | .!. | | |
e o : :
I " : :

ad ; : : : ; ;

L1 Liillddldtdat ittty ILlLILllJiI

4 "Ii-lljlm:YTTTTl:YlT' THFrT T T T

3 2 -1 0 I 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


