Fake rate vs P,
- 0.8 -

] S S S —

0.6f -+ Feeeeeeend eeeeeees PR |

Takerate vs p
TTTT

0.5F -+ veees FRTITPRREE RTPPIRPPORY -
0.4+ RERERTE RRTRTES

0.3F-------- RLRRRIREREE e -

S S

I
T y
0-1_ ——y A
o s
oE s | |

Ratio

101 1 10

tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P3

| Duplicates Rate vs p_

T

| R e CTTTTTTTTTrAT e

SIS N W
0.8 « ---------- ﬁ

A T ]

02f o

aupncdles rdie vs p
L}

Ratio

-+
4
-+
-
—— o
—— E
E--- . . - . L
o T

0.95L H
107 1 10

Pileup rate vs P,

T

pleup rate vs p

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

£+
+
4
—
4
M
+
H
+
+

0.95 L H N
1071 1 10

M_mkFit_TT base_8iter noSe

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

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

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

g A

@ ||||II||:|I|| !

A
=l

: |||11151111|||
1
0 1 2 3

track n

=

Fake rate vs phi

. R S S A A

S S S

duplicates rate vs n

S RS SN e e
7 SRS SUS SS S

RS et SR SO

Ratio

L L
SN 1111511111 30111110111 LA

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
0.8

T

0.7

0.6

0.5

duplicates rate vs @

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

L L g R R R R R R

Ratio

pileup rate vs n

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

%3 =2 T 0 I 2 3

Pileup rate vs @

pileup rate vs @

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

track @



	Contents
	Page 1


