Fake rate vs P,

T

Takerate vs p,

Ratio

fakerate vs n

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

.y

...*...
=
e

prd—

i
:
s

Duplicates Rate vs P,

~ 0.8p
o L
g F : : :
o) 0.7 --mmmer FE R .
g F 5 5 5
g OBp pr pro oo
8 ocF : : :
a 05:_ """"" [ : """""" : """"""
=} L . .
=} - . . .
0.4 -w----+ P RRRRRERLLLE ARRRRLLELEES e -
L = -] N H
F= H H N
0.3 PR e e -1

) S e

04F---eene -t
o H 1
Ja) PR | PR | L L
el b : T +
ISl j LB T
-k - -
[a Ed HEJR DS .
hi R HES o=
; HESNS SR L g
H T[T I
14
1 b1}

0.9 : i
1 2 3
10 1 10 tra%g P, (Ge\%)

Pileup rate vs P,

~ 0.8

o o :
g :
© (00 iR R AR AR A
s F '
o -
2 0.6:—"';# """"""""""""" nerenes
2 E . : :
B Q5 g e ARRLLEE +
o L : :
- & .
0.4f---------- R RRERE SEEEEE
[ :
o Tk -
(O i A T
C »* 1
3
02F-------rren L S e e

o . u
= b +
14 3

E EARNHAE +

0.8

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.8

fakerate vs

Ratio

s

= 0.8

duplicates rate vs
© o o o
D 3] [o2] ~l

REaEERERS:

©
w

0.2

0.1

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs @]

s 0.5 T
B
- ¥

o
~
a

tes rate vs
o
D
T

o
© w
w 0

o
N
O T[T TP CL I T T ]

plical

du

0.25

P

2

P

-3
track @

pileup rate vs 1

0.4

0.3

0.2

T - —

o L L v b s b |

]V*#f

098321

Ratio

Pileup rate vs @

- . . . s .
l..‘.y-u-; - L e aiad

S F

0 [ :

> 0.7 ARRERRE RRRER R R [AERREREAREEEE :
Q o :

8 06:5 :

C e

Q

g

Ja| o EFEEEr EFEFETEr STENTETES VAT ST A |

Ratio

iy

0.95!

3 2 a1 o0 1 2 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


