Fake rate vs P,

T

Takerate vs p

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

il

] H ,
10 tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P

Duplicates Rate vs P,

- 0.1
=y

£20.09
o
5 0.08

2
2

=] . . H
5 0.08f} - B RRREREIE: SREETER
) Y

+ . . H

' + .
= R R B B R
Ft +’+"- -----------------------

Eo41. "%y :

E L%, L | |

1] A

N
3 0.07
3
= 0.06)

0.04
0.03
0.02
0.02

107 1

; ; ,
10 tra%gzpT (Ge\})O

o

9.009
o]
.008
o
.007
3.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

aF

Ratio

0.5f

Qog

M~mKkFit_Soft

M MRET_SoftQCD-U
éM‘mkFit‘SoftéCD-u

tated
pdated-newPLDNN

CD-u

pdated-TTharDNN

track n

Fake rate vs phi

o-0.05

w
;).045
©
§0.04
$9.035
0.03
0.025]
0.02
0.015]

0.0

0.005

Ratio

AR AN PSS EE R RRAT==E = s sy AR RRRA LR

+ R

&l

|
w|

|
N

track @

= 0.5

2
s 0.09
$0.08
3
£0.07
]
50.06
3
0.05

Ratio

0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01-

favs)

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

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

0.95

track n

[Duplicates Rate vs @]

5-0.02
.018F
.016F
014F
.012
0.01
.008
.006
.004
.002

AUBJICHES EAtENS

0
0
0
0

Ratio

0

T[T T

==

T

LU

track @

=0.0Y

[%2]
9.009
o
$.008
(o8
.007
=1
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

Pileup rate vs @

0.0

[2]
3).009F
i
$.008F
o
D.007F
=1
0.006fF
0.005F
0.004F
0.003F
0.002F
0.001F

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

Ratio

05f

Qe




	Contents
	Page 1


