Fake rate vs P,

T

il

0.8

Takerate vs p

0.6

0.4

0.2

- * + . .
ol BN ] 0

Ratio

0.95

. 3
10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Duplicates Rate vs P,
+0.07,
[N

9.009
0]
©.008
%)
9.007
8
2.006
>
%.005
0.004
0.003
0.002 : : ,
0.001F---------- CRLRRRIREREE b SRLEITEPREE

Pileup rate vs P,

T

plieup rate vs p

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

L <+
SO LA
.0 sy h . T P | L
1 P - P - - - -l L - SRR LR R
0.911- 1 1

—— DQM_TT__CKF _ORIG

—— DQM_TT__CKF_MODIF

0.8

fakerate vs n

0.6

0.4

0.2

v

Ratio

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.]

20 0ok
2009
¢ E
.08
= .
Bo.07E

0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0%

1.0

Ratio

[Tt

0.95

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
o-0.01

.009
.008
.007
.006
.005
0.004]
0.003]
0.002
0.001

o

ocduglicates gteys

LN BLARE S B AN RN AR RALAE PSS E ER RN AR R

Ratio

[y
0
>

p rate

>
[}

pil

Ratio

0.5
0.45]

0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05]

.

iy

0.95

E_' '||'§' """""" E 1 A
S I N T T T T
3 2 -1 0 1 2 3

Pileup rate vs @

S
(7]
>

ate

=

Qo
>
(]

pil

Ratio

0.5
0.45
0.4

0.35f

0.3f
0.25 -
0.2%
0.15F
0.1
0.05F

1.0

B




	Contents
	Page 1


