Fake rate vs P,

-

T

0.8f- oo e SR

Takerate vs p

0.6+ Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e
0.4f--wemees Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

ISR SRR SRR S

Ratio

0.95L H H
101 1 10

tracg P, (Ge\}P

Duplicates Rate vs P,
+0.07,
[N

9.009
)
©.008
0
0.007
g
2.006
=}
%.005)
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

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

Ratio

X SRR Foeeenaennd e e

107 1 10

tra%Esz (Ge\})03

Pileup rate vs P,

0.0
o
9.009
]
®.008
o
$.007
®.006

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.00

aF

Ratio

0.5 -nneneees Foeeenaennd e e

1071 1 10

has SRa

i EE ‘ﬁ%%é?eaﬁé?'

IIUVV UUIII

sﬁrbe i Phﬁ%%%few eom

R R s

fakerate vs n

S St SN W S S
7 SRS S S A RN S

7, RS RIS SRS U O SR S

Ratio

0955

Fake rate vs phi

S S S SR L S

fakerate vs @
I
[e0)
T

©
o

©
IS
1

o
[N
!

Ratio
e
. IE)

H
T
"
H

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

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

A
o
3
i
o e e

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
0.0l
.009F
008k
007E
.006E:
005
0.004F
0.003
0.002F
0.001E

-

ocduglicates gteys

Ratio

=0.0],
[2]
D.009
o
$.008
(=R
3.007
=1
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002 ; : : : ;
i R S S

Ratio

Pileup rate vs @

e ara———
(%) E . . . . . N
B.000F -+ eeeeeiereeeedhonnn b b
govE e e
B.008F------ e feeeee et
Q - H H H H H N
X0y RSSO USRS N S R
S o . . . . . N
R IS SIS S S
TS S TR R -
L e S T S
GO
L S SR L S
0.0+ v deeensiensenn e
o qi.’.'..'.'..i.!.'.'..'...'.!.'.!..!.'..'.'.i.'..'.'..'...'.'..'.'..i
g F i i i
@ [ : : : : : :
e Saials BT SRR S SRS
of s

3 2 -1 0 I 2 3



	Contents
	Page 1


