Fake rate vs P,

Jpue-oeeeinee '*_;v;-‘"'h

T

I S S A

Takerate vs p

0.6+ Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e
0.4f--wemees Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

ISR SRR SRR S

Ja) P | P | PR | MR

Ratio

g -
PO T

. ...... '*“'-"‘Wﬂ++++++.++

A

_ : 3
10 1 10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Duplicates Rate vs P,

- 0.2
2 : : :
£0.18F e ARRRRRRRREE ARRRRRR e
0] o : : :
© 0.16f
%2 L
2 0.14F
©

£ 0.12

[N
=] F
5 0.1
0.08
0.06f
0.04F
0.02F
q

0.8

Ratio

0.6

107 1 10

3

o

£0.18
Q
©0.16
o
§o.14
20.12

0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02

Q=

Ratio

Pileup rate vs P,
+~ 0. -

0.1

—— D

p—— UéIVI T CRF _URIG

—— D

M_TT _CKFLowPtT_ORIG
M TT _CKFLowPtT_MODIF

fakerate vs n

U S S

F : :

1 RO S O S S S
J : : .
H Lot
r .}

0.4

0.2

1Q

Ratio

1.05

s

0.95
=3

Fake rate vs phi

S S S SR L S

©
o
[

©
IS
1

o o
o 0 i
T T
.
.

duplicates rate vs n
L

o
»

0.2

Ratio

o
©O
eSS
*
=
E
=%
=
-
.
&
1Y

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
s 0.2

N <SR SR SV ST S R
e S
T PR SERLLRY
2 F : : : : : :
%014"‘ """""""" P Tl
g et .
50.12
3
0.18
0.08F . :
e s s s

CTT -L'-'-'
‘;i

L._..,,..
¢

0.04F -oo-deeseeseesnediens e

s e S

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

=

o
Jos)

o
o)

I
IS

0.2

e —
IR
RPN - S — R
S
IS S R SRS L ¥
- % : 5 !
T ™
e /e bbb
et R
E Y, : A I L,
3 2 -1 0 [ 2z 3




	Contents
	Page 1


