Fake rate vs P,

R R R R LR - -

T

1Y ISR R A

Takerate vs p,

Y I S SR A

S S s [

S """""" +lr++ |-

Y I, = AP

Ratio
§‘_‘ T
g
+
+ A
1 e
—
1
;)
{
'y

.
-
3

10 1 10 tra%g P, (Ge\})0

| Duplicates Rate vs p_
+0.05
of

£.045
@
©0.04
0
£.035
I
8 0.03
=)
=]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio
P
N

Pileup rate vs P,

T

plieup rate vs p

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

B i H H
- - :
- .
- -

Y IS SRR .

o ++ ¥
L -
4
+*

: . :
L : L S ﬂiu
P TN EEPRTI Bl v 1 (1 d
L0 ; 5 j
L . +
L l.]. $ILL [ :
f - 3 -
i TR T 1
[ 5 b 3
[ HENRS ]
L H : 1

_- 3
10 1 10 tra%gzpT (Ge\})O

M~ test_doubleFit
M~ test” mkFitFit

—— D

— UéM tesi_CKFFIiDetault

—— D

Rt A S S S

fakerate vs n

T S e o o e

e

o 0.5
£0.09:
Q :
©0.08¢
e :
$0.07E
0.06E
0.05%;
0.04f
0.03F;
0.02E
0.0

[ Duplicates Rate vs @]
20.02

9.018F
Q o
®.016F
$.014F
5] E
2.012F
=] .
S 0.0%

L e
0.008j e4323%
0.006f:
0.004F
0.002:5

L0p

Ratio

; ﬁ+++++ % Ht 1; iﬂ _+_+.f...++++++

pileup rate vs 1

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

e

0.95

e R R R

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

o
2}

1

b
©

©
IS

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


