Fake rate vs P,

o5 SECEEEEEEEEE - -
o

> L

e [ :

g 08 e

g :

©

5

0.6

0.4

SRS SRR SRR B

Ratio

|| -
;

Olgc L 1 E
3
10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\%)

Duplicates Rate vs P,

~ 0.5
=y

0.45

©
IS

0.35

©
w

aupncdles rdie vs

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05F

Ratio

s

0.95 ; : :
-1 2 3
10 1 10 tra%g P, (Ge\})O

Pileup rate vs P,

+~ 0.8

o F . H

2 E : :

L S A

g E : :

S 06F o R I SR

=] o . .

2 o - :

SRR e e T e ALl (] EERRERRRE
o *

0.4

0.3

o SR INEIE N5 11 I
: AR NN
0.15— --------- ++++ﬂ- . , __________

Ratio

[ 6 5 U

: T o+
L

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

0.95

UéIVI tharPU_mMKFT_5iter

M_ttbarPU_mkFit_5iter_updatedPR111 update .
M~ttbarPU”mkFit~5iter_updatedPR111"update fixPropagation

takerate vs

) S S SN T N
0.6

0.4

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

Au|luu|§|l||||||“§|| ; |||III|§|||||I|
L
0.95 L L L

23 =2 T 0 1 2 3
track n

1. O

Ratio

———

Fake rate vs phi

0.8

©
u
T

0.6F

takerate vs @

= Db Y : :
UL FRITR AU S, P L,
0.5 i Torgprrt - T TS TS f*":“ Rt

o S e

e e
R s

Ratio

= 0.1

0.5 i : ; ]

track n

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
s-0.01c
.009F
008
007E
006
?.005k
0.004f

UBJICRHES Fteys

0.003F

0.002F :

0.001 ;

o ;.uc:i N I " ]

5 b :

o :
0831 0 1 2 3

track @

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

L

2 3
track n

0.8

pileup rate vs @

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


