Fake rate vs P,

Ratio

takerate vs

Ratio

S

fakerate vs

Ratio

Takerate vs pT

0.8

Rl
ey

0.4f---+ ;

ISR SRR SRR S

L QpF—— PRI | M|

e

0.9t

0.9

0.8F
0.7t

0.8

107 1

R

MY
S

0 .
-

10

tra%gzp (Ge\}P3

Duplicates Rate vs P,

~ 0.5F

>

3

= - . .

5 0.25F e P e
0.2 e e e
0.15F < weenee e RN
N SRR Feoeeeenen P

0.05F -+ b + ------ RRETEE. e
| T PP T IO R

2 Q.45 e PR RN

) E : :

3 04 e AR

n E : :

D 0.35F---------- EEREEEEEE L SREEREE

3 E : : T
0.3F - R RERRERE ARREREE

.....

.....

.....

.....

atio

) 126
@ 1---
0.81|
06:-

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

107

[
o

n
>

pleup rate

Ratio

0.4F™

0 USRI SRR SR S
0.6F

0.5F

0.3F
0.2F
0.1F
LG: TR | PETRIL TN | PRI | TR

1.0,

Pileup rate vs P,

M_mkFit_TT base_8iter noSel

DOV _MKFET_TT _Dase_nNoSel
éM “mkFit”TT retrainOldFiles v2_ 8iter2 noSel

=005

%.045f

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

s 0.0l
%) E:

@.0095—5-
%.008F
:0.008E

B 007EH-+- e fo-i
e = : : 1t
D.0065H 4 (b Lot L] g
g Ft+ 0T + !
0.005EF {1 -1t L E
0.004E{ T} 11 THiHH]

0.003EH T T TH £ 1 FH
0.002F [ H- 31 14 |#H4F
0.001E -

pileup rate vs

Ratio

D

™ H

- .

= :
_i&.—:'—-_.-_
—
—— ——
E —_——
E—-—

—e

3

e

T —.—

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @
o
[e0]

o

Ratio

o
3
1

o
o
1

6]
L ITHER T[T LTt
. Py

o o
N w
FrrrT]

[y o
iy
LFLE B JULELE B

o

o
©
a

o
N
TT

F
p T

b
BRSNS 3
—

Ul
| e
n T




	Contents
	Page 1


