Fake rate vs P,

D_)- 1_ """"" vt Ao S
S |

> L

0] L : : :

S 08 e SRR SR Sl
3 . : .

o L

3

Y — S SR .

. T T

: : ol
L : : :
*e : : :
- : : :
O T T
L - : 14
B “‘}:“‘-a P—— M+++ T
o 10 i ST A
2 :
14 ;
. pus
O.QE :
10

tra%gzp (Ge\}P3

Dupl

icates Rate vs P,

+0.0%
=y

2,00 -+ +evheereeeene RS S
IR0 R R T
o T SRR
=lo 0101 R R Rk SRTTRITRS
=Yl SRR S SRS S
0.004F- oo SRR S
0003+ reebeeeneaees e
0.002f -+ +escbeeenenes T SRR RRT
0.00TF -+ eechermeeeene RS

o 6f Re— |
- R R EERLCELSOREEREE

0.95L

107 1

10

Pileup rate vs P,

T

pleup rate vs p

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i T T

1071 1

UabU
ram
efrain

—re rain

& Wt
2 ant e

W
e et AT
0.95 L L

23 =2 -1 0 T2 3
track n

Fake rate vs phi
o 0.2

g 1T
P N S A
© ... e P i e
50.16F: : : : : : :
X o : : : : : :
S0.14F------- SRRETEE Poeeeess R T AR REREE

0P HNPS SN I SR S S
U ISR SRS Y W o
0.08f o ..o EE g g s

5 T s s

T S A e
e T T S o

Lo

Ratio

A

o

3

i
e e e e e,

[Dupl

icates Rate vs @]

o 0.0Y T
T e o S S S

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

23 =2

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

R R S HE

R e LNt




	Contents
	Page 1


