Fake rate vs P,

T

il

0.8

Takerate vs p

0.6

0.4f--wemees Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. 0

ISR SR SR A

Ratio

Duplicates Rate vs P,

+0.05
>
9.045
L
T 0.04
)
10.035
T

)

2 0.03

>

2.025
0.02

0.015
0.01

0.005F - 2:2%*

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

(0]

Ratio

] ; ,
10 tra%Esz (Ge\})O

©
IS
a1

w 2
IS

o

pleup rate vs p
a

o
© N °©
N oo W

0.15F

0.05

Ratio

takerate vs

Qs

X R S SN T N

Lo Ssom,
. 0 O O 0

ool

Ratio

0.95

0.9

Pl R
:I%H++H-|++

Ly
H. 4 .. .ﬁ::mtr:!'.t*'

R T T
4%++H4++H+;+H+H+++M

=3 -2

Fake rate vs phi

1

: :
st |
' 0 T 2

3

track n

ke
forg-a-e 1o
Free .

takerate vs @

g 2 "L
Ry o g
Shrealy

0.8
O7E_‘_‘—§&L :; """ s i ¥
el

B+

0.95fig bttt

B T WU |
Fabbib b bbb

EO
|
%

=2

=]

0 I 2

3

track @

EﬁEEMET%ﬁE&% |

o o

uplicates rate vs n

o ©
o ©
& N

Ratio

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
e 0.01¢

0.8

0.6

pileup rate vs n

0.4F-

0.3

§Esmse
R EneE

Pileup rate vs @

Ratio
2 N
waim,._H N
f_’;- ..- [
5
s

o 0.5
S :
>0.45
L :
S 04E
o e
30.355+3%
2

[ 258¢ ” REWY,
0.3 == ,‘:+;-+1$
E: Faft L

0.25F
0.2F

0.05

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

Bzt

Ve -,
AT e
= R :

LQfh

Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


