Fake rate vs P, Duplicates Rate vs P, Pileup rate vs P,
o H H H H

e 3 _-0.0%

£0.009
[}

T

Takerate vs p,

(o): EETTPIEE EPPPREREPE SRTETEPPIEFREEPPREES £0.008
+ : : : o

I 2.007
0.8+ b e “0.006
I - ' : 0.005

| - . .
0.4f oo ARCTPRREE RTPPIRPPRE o 0.004
i -, : : 0.003
0.2 T T P R 0.002
- e : 0.001

[ | a h Eﬁ:’
2 : : : : : g O
IS £ : i : . : 1 : 5] b
@ LOS[----eeses R A YRR B | EERRRRPRES Eo : 4ol e
b : ; T s . 1 ] 0.5
JM+ g s SR £ 2 Tn SRR “ : : : | E
; : : - fl S T - :
; o

0.95F L L E
1 2 3 -1 2 3
10 1 10 R P, (Ge\}f 10 1 10 yad P, (GE\H

él\/l tesi_CKFFIiDetault

M”_test_doubleFit
M_test_mkFitFit newOL

I=---- Tttt P Tttt T =0.02~ N N N N N N N N
I A UL R R R S A RS
R A VI .p"!! I S A
A B.014F 5o beophoe b
. . . . N © - N N N N N . N N
D.012F - b piee et
L R S RSt S
e A AR S S S| A A
oo0nf o
0.004f -+t - e il
0.002F- L(Hh ----- - B :
BT . 5 R LSRN

Lsbd

Il

fakerate vs n

Ratio
Ratio

Fake rate vs phi [ Duplicates Rate vs @] Pileup rate vs @

0.95!

o 0.8 o001 , , , , , ; 0.0
2 0 bbb T T T I
Q H [} o Q ) . . . . . .
[ SN SR SO SOV SO SO ®.008¢: U S A S
o v.orrrrr R HE R Vo HE. H - - . . . . . .
- A A A $.007¢ L S Sl
055 wene 8 RS S “4  2ooef e Al ST RIS
0.4F--+- A froreees prrneieeee %-005;‘5 0.005F+++- e SRR R A
O S S S s S| I 0004w oo
E b r e 0.003F T e IRats SUEL AT SR
0.2+ RS SRR AR S E: E: : : : : : :
C: : : : : : : 0.002E- 0.002F------- T P poeee e P :
. o.oofif: 0.0+ wreeedenessdennsen b

Y - S S SN T I S o OFf—H— o q_'"'
R A SRS SR S| BN B -1 (N - -
SR U R A S S
TR £ R

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

3 2 1 o0 1 2 3 -3
track @




	Contents
	Page 1


