Fake rate vs P,

T

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

Takerate vs p
o
(o]
T

| """""" ' """""" =

0.

0.05
v

Ratio

Duplicates Rate vs P,

T
S
ol

o
p ¢ © N
N Ol

T P e e e

2 0.45

©
IS

© w
w o

aupucates rate vs p
o

0.15

o
[y

R, 'R e

Pileup rate vs P,

T

1

plieup rate vs p

0.4

0.2

Ratio

g 15 6.0 R

: 2 3
tra%E P, (Ge\})O
CVWUTUTIT

1

TTTT[ TR TTT

0.95

Fake rate vs phi

o 05
4
>0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3

fakerate

T T[T

% i %%%‘H‘H% 1

1

asel-newgeom

rbevtvt er-rg)]hﬁsel- ewgeom
ar-p

0.0 ' i
=N . . " . *
O“Q-l“‘\lllw
e} 3 . |
3] [ : . K . K
24 CI e AITTL ; 2 N
1 e THE B - -Hat 4 5t - 15

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
o0.05¢
¢ ek
E).045 :
£0.04F
0 .
$.035F
o .
20.03E
= .

0.01E :
0.005E :
o“chl.. Ll L
= 3 i +1: 5 K
= i : i
IS SN E3 PAR o . - | 4
24 RENNES Tl [+ 1 14
I SECIERSEE = oA et | { 'S 5
4 LT LT + i
1L ] i
5 WU 1T
0.9552 L SEEL NN
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

0.8

pileup rate vs n

0.6

0.4

0.2

b : P
... O P PR
L il e’ -
® By o . » L
e PN to ofm oS
P lem ®

Ratio

Pileup rate vs @

0.8

pileup rate vs @

0.7F
0.6
0.5k
i
0.3F
0.2F

0.1

o ;.UC_ + + +

=1 [ . . .

g M N N N N N
AR AL A LA AL L Lt AL L Ly
i R e AR Y AR R e A
" H H H

0.95n

w
|
N
|
i
of----.3
=
N
w



	Contents
	Page 1


