Fake rate vs P,

T

Takerate vs p

0.6

0.4

0.2

I=--eeeeees A F ali

0.8f- oo e SR S

Ratio

0.95

: H ,
10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Dupli

cates Rate vs p_

+0.02
o

9.018F
)
@.016F
0 L
W.014F
©

2.012

=] F
S 0.01

0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

1.0

Ratio

,_\
S

0.95L H
107 1

10

Pileup rate vs P,
+— 0.8 -

o r . N N

2 07: "' : :

B i CoTTrTTTTrrATrne

e F b :

o 0B e G

3 fFel : :

g 0.5:—+--' ------- e to ARERIERREREE e
L N N
0.3 AR S e
) S SRRSO 3 S )

g : 14l
N oo Tt
oF i " i

o +® : : :

5 i :

o +H4HH:%H| T
0.95

1071 1

—=— DQM_TT__ORIGINAL
—— DQM_TT__MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL5

0.8

fakerate vs n

0.1F

] R SRS RS T s
T
T L S T
O o en st
A :
KA RS At St St 37111

O i e

Ratio

- 02
2
90.18
©0.16
3
£0.14

o
50.12
>

S

0.06

et s SR B B
0.08F : : : : :

pileup rate vs n

0.95

Fake rate vs phi

s 0.5
£0.45E
0.4
0.35E
0.3E
0.25f:
0.2F
0.15E

fakerate

R
R O T re s e S

1.0

Ratio

=
%
:

0.04F
0.02F

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

track n

o0.02

dupjicates gateys

0.01E
0.008f:
0.006
0.004
0.002

OFLL

T TR T T
+. .

Pl B
016f- - -------
Q14 woeieeeeienns
N0kl CHESREAR

Ratio

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

mhmuﬂuumnhmnmhmuumumuﬁmu”
||mnn§mnmn§|||||mllglunnmgmlmnlgnm|||

Ratio

095t

T 0 L 2 3
track n

Pileup rate vs @

o 0.8

o
]

o
o

pileup rate vs

o
4]

JLITR[LITTILLLTT

I
IS
|

o
w
[




	Contents
	Page 1


