Fake rate vs P,

e """""" ' """"""

T

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

0.8f+-emeeeee

Takerate vs p

0.6+ P ARSRTPEERTRS: e

o ol

Duplicates Rate vs P,
+0.07,
[N

9.009
)
©.008
0
0.007
g
2.006
=}
%.005)
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

Pileup rate vs P,

l—------n-n--n--: ------------ R R

T

0.8

plieup rate vs p

0.6

0.4

0.2

L oy
b 3 T L I N + I
o | SEEREEERES & @ N : : : @ N B + T N
E AES B 1 [IR<] SRR PP e a e ] R = o R PP
0.95F --------- TR AR [ : : : [ : T I :
O'n:—l 1l O:—l ; : 2 3 095 -—1 L 2 3
10 1 10 1 0 vatRp. el 10 ! 0 watfp. (Gedf
JE— ayerProcv .
—_— aéerErocv% Wlngows .
—_— ayerProcvZ—windows hits

—a
——
H &

0.08F- ,” )
0.06F--{1f
0.04f--- T T i
0.02F-----+A{{H-{ 51 e
s e mmr T e
g 1:— H ~< -: - S .- - - :- s }?

ok IHAMI-HHITE - '

08 E E .

=3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

=0.0%

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

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

odu
S
P R e

track n

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
0.0l
.009F
008k
007E
.006E:
005
0.004F
0.003
0.002F
0.001E

-

ocduglicates gteys

Ratio

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.95L

0.8

o
]

pileup rate vs @
©
(2]

o o

S a1
TTTT]
""—F"

o
w
[

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


