Fake rate vs P,

T

il

Takerae vs p
o o
o 0

I
IS

.
T

; :
[l il

&

1

° 3
10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Duplicates Rate vs P,

F0.02
loN
D.018F
D
.016

WJUFI I e -
§012:— ---------- B 1
S S
0.008f-------- ---------
0006+ o] -
0.004F-+-------- B -
0.002f -+ e i

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

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

=

107 1 10

Pileup rate vs P,

T

o

d

> L N

QL - N N N

3 Lo R S AU

o OO :

2 I +

A

] RREEE SITITIRREEr oo

I +
N

o P :

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeeoees ;

Ratio

0k : +i *
T C t * """""
r\: TR TTTT B f*++nr“+.+...“i
1MH I H ......... {

0.95

M_mKkFit_TT retrain

D

UéIVI MRET_TT_base

M~mKkFit_TT retrain_noCandDNN

...........

Ratio

s

F"'"'" H*#HWH%HHH%

_.._
e

=3 =) -1 1

Fake rate vs phi

2 3
track n

s 0.5¢
20,45k
0.4F
0.35
0.3
0.25%
0.2F
0.15E

fakerate vs

R .
005+ sw+drerreebesnsendeneeen o

Ratio

2 3
track @

=0.01,

007
.006
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

ugjicates Fateys

) e
008+ b

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

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

L.

Ratio

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

track n

5001
.009F
008k
007E
.006E:
3.005E:
0.004F
0.003
0.002F
0.001'5 W
ul

QURJICHES EAlENS

Y T

Ratio

B
Lf
ry
+
&
1
2
-
¥
Y
rd
+
e

0.950k

0.8

pileup rate vs n

0.6

SR S —

R Rt

Ratio

0.95

Pileup rate vs @

track n

0.8

0.7

T TTTELTT

0.6

pileup rate vs @

0 N -
A9 S S
I N
0

T ———

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

Ratio

ddrd etk

rT TY!“Y?! TTY )

0 L 2 3

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


