Fake rate vs P,

0.8f- oo e <% SHE:

0.6+ Freeeeneens 2 IR R X

T

Takerate vs p

Y

85 L . .
10 1 10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Loria o

Ratio
o o eoE
[{} ﬁ
: 4.;;;.:
| p—
— |

Duplicates Rate vs P,

~ 0.8p
> C . . .

0.7f oo oo N I AR
] RS S A -

O SRS S U —

aupncdles rdie vs

S Fs S o S

0.3F e Freneeeees ARERRIEES R e

Ratio

Pileup rate vs P,

T

pleup rate vs p

Ratio

i ottt vt -

0.8[----eo- e SR

0.6%

SO B T LM

takerate vs

Ratio

Fake rate vs phi

s 0.8

0.7E

fakerate vs

0.6F

0.5F::

0.4 HEE
U R WS S e
13- T -
-

T T T

Ratio

3 -2 -1 0 1
track @

== BT

= 0.1 - T T T ”
% J&_ . N N N N
g 0.00] -

...............................................

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

20.02F . : : : . .
o F 5 : ; : 5 :
E.Ols; ------- e o e
YO ETc| -SSR SRRV FUPPUOY PP USROS
(7] L N : : : : :
@ 014F oo b
= F ; ; : : : :
D012 eeeeee l ----- RN R b :
3 F : : : : : :
008 eewdememeei i L
0.008F-4
0.006f | _ ;
0.004F T EI1TT - 4L
0.002EF

O
1.2k
iR

Ratio

0.8+ {-HL
0.6 - - b

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

pileup rate vs @

o
4]

Ratio

02 R

Rt 2
|
s
e i
o a
= o
R = »
e
_: -
==
—::‘:..__
=
=
s
—_—

o
00

o
]

o
o

0.4

o o
N w
FrrrT]

o
iy
LTI TTT

&

0.
I
w11,

©
U1

3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


