Fake rate vs P,

- 0.5

Takerate vs p.
e
[6)]

o
w 2
~

(@)

I
S v ©
N O W

0.15

o
i

0.05

"

ARRTIT LA

&

Ratio

o
©
A

c 0.2
g
$0.18

"('U‘ F
50.16

§0.14
0.12
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

,_\
© Frrrry
w

10

tra%gzp (Ge\}P3

Duplicates Rate vs P,

+0.05
[N
9.045
o
& 0.04
0
.035)
©

o
o

>
90.025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005

Ratio

= 0.03

I Feeeeaaeaaan
I e

1.0

0.9

I 2 2

107 1

Pileup rate vs P,

T

plieup rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

DOQM_TT_original_fow
BéM_TT_newbranch

POW

M~TT newbranch™] Iowpt pLess MVACand

B85 P
5++.++....?++++ Hﬁ“” _________

TTTTLTT

v

Ratio

0.95

OE
NE

S 0.4

© ;
2009
g .
0.08E:
< "
$0.07f
0.06:
0.05;
0.04F
0.03F
0.02F

OFLL 11 2] P M|
o W ¥
— [ i
3] 1 3
: + + | F +
m n -+ +1T - g 4 % 1""‘ E 3 A
1:," 3 FET ¥ T4+ | % 4 [
0.955 ~ 5 -
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

[l 0 A
2
2 0.09
©0.08
3
£o0.07
<]
50.06
3
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Ratio

favs)

0.95

T s
W T S N . P
it 3131 SERRRE RS ch T SREEARERER | & (EEEE
°3 2 1 o0 1 2

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

&-0.01
(2]
5009
$.008
(%]
$.007
=
®.006
3
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001H -+

Ratio

T TTIT LTI T T TT T T T Lo rr Tt

B P

1.0

.

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

|um...i..muluiuuuuuil|||1||11ﬂ111uu“i1.ul||
|'|'|Hlm:m|n|n|:| TR TR TTIT TRy T ITI|

0.95

0 1 2 3
track n

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

e bt st  THe e S et any
I Eeeemteeaaa P e ;




	Contents
	Page 1


