Takerate vs p

Fake rate vs P,
- 0.8 -

Ratio

[0l T S A K]
...................... CR I 1 [1 '
. +| |
---------------------- F AT ¥ .
: +T
N +
** | :
] ul
44 o
1 S W 01§ U,
+
B d i L N
4
;

° 3
10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Dupli

cates Rate vs p_

+0.02,
2

D.018F

D
0.016

n [
10.014F
T

$.012

5 E : : :
5 008 P oo SSRE

............................

0.008fFf--------- FRRRRREE R RRESRRRRRRERES
0.008f---------- T T PR
0.004fF -+ ge-----ho-ff -1 e dreeeeeee
000 ¥ {F" : ,

B 0 O D
I i :
e LT L L 4

¥ _‘_'?" + i

0.95

107 1

; ; ,
10 tra%Esz (Ge\})O

Pileup rate vs P,

T

1

0.8

pleup rate vs p

0.6

0.4

0.2

Y I S b
= N . EANES .
] C : g :
24 *# LT :
14 - T ----- T4 - e
. hd . .
N : 4[4k :
0.95L :

1071 1

: : ,
10 tra%gzpT (Ge\})O

—— D

— UéIVI MRET_T TharPUS0_extractedGeoms_Tescaleerror100

M_mKkFit_TTharPU50 extractedGeoms_rescaleError100 pTCutOverlapOp0 . .
M~mkFit_TTharPU50 extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0_dynamicChi2CutOverlap

track n

Fake rate vs phi

s 0.2¢
4 :
90'18 :

g B
50.16F4

50.14};
0.12F
0.1E
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

RO SPYRPL RN SO MO
*f**:#ﬂ## % #++*+ +‘|’*++*++J

Ratio

l_UG.uuuu

=0.02
2]

Dos
9.016
%]
$.014
O
)
>
(=}

—.—

0.95

[Dupli

cates Rate vs @]

o 0.0Y

009
008
007
006
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

UBJICRHES Fteys

0.001% ______ # ;

223

e
D R
L

L4414 1
T4 | - |

1

o
o)

pileup rate vs n
o
()

I
IS

0.2

Ratio

Pileup rate vs @

1

pileup rate vs @
o o
(2] [ee]

o
IS

o
[N

S R D g
ol-ql-.,....d- SR o -.."'"'""',-I-,._"" "'f'-k""?

-3~ -2

T o0 T 2z 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


