Fake rate vs P,

- 0.5

Takerate vs p.
e

o
w 2
~

(@)

I
S v ©
N O W

[6)]
T

=

; 3
10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\%)

Duplicates Rate vs P,

+0.07,
o

9.009
)
©.008
0
0.007
g
2.006
=}
%.005)
0.004
0.003
0.002

Ratio

0.001F +++rvreesbrrrressnndie s b
¢.u0: L | MR
| RREEE e DR T PR P PRI P P PR

O 9|:- 1 1

Pileup rate vs P,

T

plieup rate vs p

Ratio

e ST STy -
I ‘_-"'g-... :
O s T L
LR R T
0.4:— """"""""" ‘ """"""""""""
[ .
0.2_— """"""""""" + """"""""""""
i ‘é -
|l¢ =lll| P U -
4 |T TT'|'|
0.9: 1 1

TT__original

—— D

DOQM
—— DOM_TT originalCustomized
M~TT_nocutCustomized

0.95

[EN
=)=

N

w

gl
_I2

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.]

o F
2009
g F
0.08E:
X .
£0.07E
0.06E
0.05[§-
0.04F
0.03F
0.02E

=0.0%

[

9.009

)

%$.008

[%])

$.007

o

§1.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

Ratio

favs)

0.9

|

E PR B ﬁl Lo W, A,
3 T 1 7 3

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

s 0.0l

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

0.8

0.6

0.4

TSI S S SR L S

s a gy n T g gy g g e g g O

L + + +
093 =21 0 T 2 3




	Contents
	Page 1


