Fake rate vs P,

T

Takerate vs p

Ratio

fakerate vs n

Ratio

0.8f+veeeoe SR N S SU.
0.6 % e AR
0.4 mee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

ISR SRR SRR S

I=--eeeeees ottt S

|“v-0'°'*“;’¢+ﬂLA u.LéLlI ] |lll| |l| | | | |
L 111
0.95L : i

10

tra%fgzpT (Ge\}93

| Duplicates Rate vs p_

T
S
oo

aupucates rate vs p

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

TT T T[T ITT[ITT1T

TT
L]
L]

0.95

+1| +

T
s
e

ry

oy 4 B
C + bt |+

+

107 1

: 3
10 tra%Esz (Ge\})O

0.7

0.6

plieup rate vs p

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Pileup rate vs P,
+— 0.8 -

I A e
[+ N
I S e
F - .
e

okE b
o LW T
= [ . 4
&5 [ : 1 4| 1
M -+
"+ MR | | 13 N
7T £ ot ) 4 7
T T
[ " 4
s S B 1R 1
0.911 L : 1

URTGINAL

1
—— DQM_TI i
R BéM_TT_MODIFIED propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL2

M~TT_—MODIFIED propToPlane”PRVersionFINAL4

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.8

fakerate vs

Ratio

o
3
1

ol L b e b L ]

P
4

e ettt e

=
HSRHE

32 1 0 1 2z 3
track @

duplicates rate vs n

Ratio

o
Jos)

o
fe)

0.4

0.2

| RRRREREE RRREEEERLEELEEEEERREE

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

S
0
>

duplicates rate

0.5
0.45F

o
© w ©
w O S

NN ENEE NN R NENE RN

SRR TR R

T

0.8

pileup rate vs n

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

Pileup rate vs @

0.8

pileup rate vs @
o o o o
N )] (2] ~l

o
w

0.2

T T

Ratio

kbt

R

-1 0 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


