| Duplicates Rate vs p_

Fake rate vs P,

~ 0.8
0.7

0.6

Takerate vs p,

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

Py

0.0
o
£.009
o)
©.008
0
£.007
Q
2.006
>
o

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001F---

Ratio

Ratio

10

; 2 3
tra%g P, (Ge\})0

Pileup rate vs P,

~ 0.5

0.45

plieup rate vs p
=)
~

o
()

Ratio

M”—original_1000evt
M_fitted4 T00Oevt

UéM original_ori (l)n alvector_T000evt

=0.0]

[ Duplicates Rate vs @]

[y I+------ . s O S — CEEEEEE o :
o [ : 9.009F -+~
) N : : E :
S ogl | b A - B.008F---
g L : : E :
3 Q.om:— ----- :
o)) AU A | B B 200 I 1 O I | A S .006F -+~
I 8.005 ;
7| MU B L, (511 1 | S A 0.004
S 111 0.003
0.2F----+-F-{ R Aol 0.002
. : 0.001
s F o |||ie : 3
e - B : ST x
E ][l : 0s
DI S S S -
3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 23
track n
& e oo =T s0.01g
¢ [ ] : : 9.009F
Q L: ] : ; Q E:
S 0.8\ P fefeeeee : : ®.008F
Q H + : ; =
g f 5 | .007g
ot (1| -ty | £ 0065
AR At R L | B AT I R B.005F:
oaf bl p b A ooodt
_ + + 1? + 0003;
0.2F {4 [t B T 0.002F
' : ] : : 0-0012_5
o O o O
KRS S (R0 £ o : g
T 00 A I 1 4 U ¥ 05+
B O 1 I O I D O :
3 2 1 T 2 3 033

track @

pileup rate vs 1

o
2}
[

o
»
I

02

i
[
H
[

o
[
!

Ratio

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @
o o
o)) [o¢]

©
IS

o
(S

L R T :

Ratio
E
&

e

+

[N % 3 P e g gy P A O PP 0 e e e ) g



	Contents
	Page 1


