Fake rate vs P,

- 0.5

Takerate vs p

o

I
S v ©
N O W

0.

0

Ratio

fakerate vs n

Ratio

o

w 2
[S2 T )|

15
0.1
.05

B e A R

L

Duplicates Rate vs P,
+0.01
[N

9.009
[}
®.008
2]
90.007
©
2.006
>
%.005,
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

10

tra%Esz (Ge\})03

Pileup rate vs P,
— 0.8 -

o N

g E

o 07 freeneeeees

3 :

o 06 """"""""""" "' """"""

=] .

]

B 05F---fefi e
e 44k EEEEIE EEEEEE R
0.3+ h b e
0.2 ST TEEREEEe Greeeenn

0.1

Ratio

‘ft‘b

|me

Tew UUIII

?ﬁﬁr

'O‘.llQ
g;('DO

”fwg\?v%%“om

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

C PN PEE BN AT BPRT A N AT
NN 4 0 | l ;S
=2 -1 0 1 2 3

Fake rate vs phi

fakerate vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

-
=

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

.!.'..'.'.. T

0.1

o

3 +*

—

ey . 0 0
T

I
[N}
3

B P (0 0 SR

CO 0] T T
%] . . ! N N

L S e R S
[NV R TR R SR SRR
(%] N N N N N

B.007F ook e Poeneedeee e
o : : : : :

'®.006 : : : : :
=}

D.005
0.004
0.003]
0.002
0.001

QF

Ratio

0.5

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
o-0.01

2]
D009
®.008
(2]
$.007
o
2.006
=}
9.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

QE

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

Ratio

o
2]
T TIT

[=y I--metm P [P

[7)] - .

> :

e I :

@ r :

L1 SRR U SRR

= L :

] L :

a | |
0.6[ M- fope g
oaffiid | ,
0.2-fff .

° lG_lllll

=1 E o BEL LRI | ]

o S :
| SRR SRR 1.2 I 11 O3
09 JHEHHIE-B----
83—~ 1 o0 1 2 3

Pileup rate vs @

S o
% | N N N N N )
> . N )
] B : !
s
< 0.8k : :
| S [ .
Q T N )
5 - !
) L :
% o .
0.6 - { | 1p-ieeeop
- e rs
0.4k 1-- -4 f H
RS EAEAE 3 H
I arn
: &4 + |4 |+ + ¢4
0.2K-1---44-H -5 -- | ot |-
" -+ +
" F4 :
. -
a
I I L L TN g
o +Of ; - T :
= . ] !
JoRE -  TETEE F £ ¥ Er T
12 i
1R - e e - 4
(U] I 10 AR 4

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


