Fake rate vs P,

Q)_ | e A
0 n . H H
>
o
O | R ARERLELIE IERL] B IEEAIERIERED
X
©
= - -+
O.6fF e e
L ad

0.4[:

Ratio

tra%gzp (Ge\}93

Duplicates Rate vs P,
+0.0%
>

£.009F

. 0o8f-

10 007

=lo 006F : : :

.008f -+ R R -

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

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

LOF—— — .......! s .......!
1.2F -1 i

Ratio

LI i

107 1

tracE P, (Ge\})O

Pileup rate vs P,

T

pleup rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6[f:

0.4

0.2

10

T e s -
oL
L J’W‘“‘*{”ﬁﬁ
IR SUNRANUURRRRR U d SUUUU SRR
+ H
: E -
e T
1 wul J
afth Y N
Hh H
- i :
i : :i Hremnee |
1071 1 10 1

V *“EE'EE %MEHQEEH

é’traanIdFlleslzs v2_prelimWPM_epoch4
—reatraanIdFlleslzs v2 prelimWPM epoch4

= 0.0
E.oog
%$.008
1]
£.007
o
3.006
=]
9.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001 : :

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

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

Ratio

150 ;

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
o 0.0l

2 oof
g.oog ;
%.008E
%] .
£9.007F
o :
@.006E
3 :
0.005F
0.004F
0.003
0.002F
0.001F

LD

Ratio

- - B e R e - e S - S - e

i
T T

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

1

o
©

o
o

o
IS

0.2

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


