Fake rate vs P,

T

1

0.8

Takerate vs p,

0.6

0.4 --1- ST
0.2 B

Ratio

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

| Duplicates Rate vs p_

~0.0]
o
£.009
@
£0.008
0
£.007
I
£0.006
=]
=]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

1.0

Ratio

Pileup rate vs P,

~ 0.8

plieup rate vs p

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.95!

e
LR L

lJ_L : | :
e TH

.
X

! 4 EWaVaYa
VCLIUT _ITUUUTVT

W

0.8

fakerate vs n

e

L

Ratio

.|
[ R B
|
N

o
©
10

Fake rate vs phi

o 0.5
£0.45

0.4
0.35

fakerate

0.3F

=0.05

e e SERRRts SITTH SO SOeees
e RS St S S

D085t
@ E : :
90.08F -+ herreeheeees
o o : :

B.02BF ke oo ARTPRE: N S
% T T
s o o o
e e e
0.005 A ! A

1.0

Ratio

0.95

[ Duplicates Rate vs @]

0.0}
©.009
[0]
®.008
$.007
©

2.006

3

©.005]
0.004
0.003]

T L CLL [T T ITIT L LTI Ts

E“‘ib T Ldl
0.002fH -t i HfF
] +* -t
0.001F - oo goh- 1k
OJ“G-!ll .||| ..!
=] : ] ¥ :
o 1.1‘:- T =lF T ‘
J.: 2 :!

pileup rate vs 1

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

R R R R B

1_« | |I||LIJé .
- i)
i-3 UL ; H A ;

-1 0 1 2 3
track n

Pileup rate vs @

¢

pileup rate vs

Ratio

0.8

0.1

0.7F 4
E: . & *
0.6[ 5 -0 Ty
0.5k
0.4
0.3k
0.2F




	Contents
	Page 1


