Fake rate vs P,

| e ""' """

T

Takerate vs p
o
[es]
!
.

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

.
et %g

Caw-

£

tra%gzp (Ge\}P3

Duplicates Rate vs P,

+-0.07,
loN
$.009
D
.008
10 007
§ 006
2.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

05

oL H
107 1

10

tra%Esz (Ge\})03

Pileup rate vs P,

+~ 0.8

pleup rate vs p

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2F

I SRS PSSO SO S

0.95

M| A T L
NIl
L |+ B
2Ll =) LU+
4 1 EY i d B O SO
R
; 11
:

1071 1

as
retr

n

iaanIgl iles125 v2_prelimWP_epoch4

o
N
[T T ey

o
o
o1
TTTT
—

o 0.2F
£0.18F--
20188

2 :

50.16 ol
X :

S0.14F -+
0.12F4 |k + : :
0.08F
0.06f-
0.04F
0.02F;

1O

Ratio

rriprr

i EEE 1

=0.01,

dEies125 v2 prelimWP epoch?2 wSQOCD

.009
.008
.007
.006]
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

SAUBJICaEES §Ateys

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

q

Ratio

o0

ok

=3

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

s 0.01,
.009
.008
.007
.006
.005
0.004]
0.003]
0.002
0.001

SUUBJICRHES Fateys

LR UL AR E E N RN PALAE PSR R AR AR LR

Ratio

osf

Qs

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

LU L L L

+ O

0.95

Pileup rate vs @

S

0.5

0
>0.45

rate

pileup

0.4

0.35

0.3

0.25]

0.2

0.152---

o
et

LB PR R R RN LARRR AR

?#“r i ﬁ“‘f"Tﬁ +‘%+f R **""H

e e

[y

s

=t




	Contents
	Page 1


