Fake rate vs P,

T

il

0.8

Takerate vs p

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0.95

= 0.2

Duplicates Rate vs P,

+0.05
2
D.

L
S

HJ

J

:J_

:0
0

0

045
0.04

035
0.03
.025
0.02
.015

0.0 Fonoeoe
005+~

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

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

=

107 1

10

tra%gzpT (Ge\})03

Pileup rate vs P,

e D s

T

o
oo

] S % ----- R

pleup rate vs p

7] ESSURR PO O ISR O

Ratio

0.95L

10

tra%gzpT (Ge\})03

Bl e

2
2018

"c'u' F
50.16

50.14
0.12
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

L. OHYT

[TITITI[rrT
———— . H
A

Ratio

|
w|

|
N

duplicates rate vs n

© o o o

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

S

AUBJICHES EAtENS

0
0
0

0.02

.012

0.01k-- 1|4
008ff- |- 41

.006
.004

D

B Rt S (6 SRS S
.016F : : : : :
014F

T

ARARE ==

i
4

o

.

&

v

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

0.

0
—b?,_
{5
-0-
-‘3‘-
““3"5:}
e
R
3_?-
. 35
-.¢-,,.
o
==
*3%
ety

pileup rate vs n

% PSR NS S S o
SRR R A R S A

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

Ratio

=
T T T T

0.05%

Pileup rate vs @

I T

o
©

pileup rate vs @
E)
+
¢
+
i
+
+
é’
¢
+
%

o o
n [e)]
T T

o
[N
!

Ratio
&

——
=




	Contents
	Page 1


