Fake rate vs P,

T

0.8

Takerate vs p

0.6

0.4

il

P

P ) P R T D (.

= 0.2

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

Duplicates Rate vs P,
+0.07,
[N

9.009H
)
©.008
0
0.007
g
2.006
=}

20.005fH -+
0.004

0.003EF

0.002f

10105 SRR SRR S IR
R L TN ... ST

b= 3 : : :

[hd

LA s froeeeneeene

1 R N e eeemaaaaad L
1 hEd v

-—1 I : 2 3
10 1 10 tra%E P, (Ge\})O

Pileup rate vs P,

i A I

T

‘

0.8

plieup rate vs p

Y S S S

| IS * ...........
R """""" *+H}

P e P
*—----------0-0—0-47---1» ..... -
I 4
0.95

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

Ratio

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original
—— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original_newwindows

g
$0.18

50.16

X
£0.14

0.12F

0.1

0.08F
0.06F
0.04f--

0.02

lQf

Ratio

0.95

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.2

2 L
2018F
& E
50.16:
4 !
80.14F+
0.12F
0.1E
0.08F: : . . : .
e e e

=0.01¢
% E

B008E b

o

o

S

@
I

o
o
o
N
e
P

o
o
o
=
T

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
o-0.01

m 0
D009k
®.008F
(%] .
$.007F
o :
R.006E
3 :
0.005F
0.004F
0.003
0.002F
0.001f

1.0

e

0.8 Muratepmegn e’

pileup rate vs n
VR
¥

R S s e
SRR R A R S A

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

J“\-O||||i||||

Ratio

ity
0.95 ; ' '

%3 =2 T 0 I 2 3

Pileup rate vs @

TSI S S SR L S

0.8f---%-- R e E R

pileup rate vs @
’5
e t F—
{'
i
H

S s S e S

s =

Ratio

1}%++4+*++++++\;*++++4§+M+++++@-+++H}

3 2 -1 0 I 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


