Fake rate vs P, | Duplicates Rate vs P, Pileup rate vs P,
- 0.5 : - - +0.01, - - . — 0.8 -

o E o o
20.45 9.009F N {0 D SR SR NUUS
o) ] E o TF
T 0.4 @.008F © s
g n E o 0B oo dreeee
$0.35 .007F z Ok
0.3 .006F O LA A preseeeedeee
=] F o .
0.25 Q.005f v+ e e 04F g F- ]L ----------- R S
3 FATE: 5
02 0.004F -+ I AR S— S
0.15 0003+ eebernesssness e 02; : { :
0.1 0.002E : § §
0.05 0.001F U s g
g ot s & ¢ o e
c [ : : ¢ : : : ¢ [
bl el 3 0 (R R O 0.5F----uune Foeeeeeees e RIS U= -y
0.95- oL 0.9:-
10™

H H - , — H H :2 , — B H H - ,
10 tra%g P, (Ge\%) 10 1 10 tra%g P, (Ge\})O 10 1 10 tra%g P, (Ge\})O

1

foatg2 et ||||.i/|A” t -ﬁpi/lvbiali/p?viSS\/'\/ A0 S5fsreTV-plotDOM—TT—origima—Pu
— Bl - -
—_— — rainA BP-FPLSJ

T T =0.0]
N N N . %
SRS ST SUES SR R .009

)

SR T SRS SRS e p %.008

[%])

L T I

: : : : o
g I o T 7 2.006

. 3 N N >
A A Bo0s
AL ooos
L1 R - 0.003
i RRE 0.002
: : : o o SR SEEEEE 0.001
R TE g -

o
©

evs
o
i
[o¢]
aa
o©
3

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

o
o

pileup rate vs n

o
3]

°
IS

LI 00 L L LS L L

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

o
W

o
(ST
o)
T T I T e T T

Ratio

0.95' i i 1 i ! oL H H H H H 0.95;

track n track n ) track n

[Duplicates Rate vs @] Pileup rate vs @

0.03 : : : : : : : s 0.8
009+~ B '
008k
007E
.006F
005E:
0.004F
0.003
0.002F

I
u
T

o
o
1

pileup rate vs

ocduglicates gteys

o o o
w N al
T EERRREER LT
_._¢_:
= :
_¢_
. :
_..¢_
—
L ——
_¢.,_=
__¢_._
_:¢_
_¢_
J—a——
- s
——
‘_w¢_.-

0.001F L R
o G o i '
= [ = : b ]
© o

o

al
LTI

=

|
w|
|
N
|
i
PN s o s
-
N
w

track @ track @ track @



	Contents
	Page 1


