Fake rate vs P,

Duplicates Rate vs P,

T

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

L]

SR R

Takerate vs p
o
(o]
T

+0.02
o
D.o18f
5}
.016
%) o
©.014F - P A
8 u . :
D.012F----w-eee R PPEPPRRPRE -
= o . :
S 0.01----en Foeeeeeeee i
0.008F---------- ............ ¥

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

..‘.% T
-+ L
e e
e
—

EEEEE S = IR

ran

HERBRPEY
3+

10

tra%fgzpT (Ge\}P3

0006+ e -
0.004F-+-------- B -
0.002f -+ e -
aF '

Ratio

1=

0.9}

0.8 +

107 1

] ; ,
10 tra%Esz (Ge\})O

Pileup rate vs P,

e D s

T

P S

plieup rate vs p

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

oy
T T

0.95L

DOM_TT _MKFIT-D
DéM_TT_mkFit-Dé

V_originai-o

M ori

inal-127

M_updated-127

= 05

M TT _mKFit-D

>0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15F
0.1
0.05
L. O

fakerate vs

Ratio

—_l—._a_“_
-
= |
E““E

0.95
=3

o +Wr
3 [
24 [

0.95

A T

-3 -2 -1

T2

track @

=0.0%
(2]
9.009

)

%$.008

[%])

$.007

Q
H.006

>

D.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001E- 4

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

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

,,,,,,,,

Ratio

- frdd----- 1H X - - - - #3311

0.95F

09373

track n

[Duplicates Rate vs @]
0.0
.009F
008
007E
.006E:
005
0.004F
0.003

ocduglicates gteys

pileup rate vs n

SRR R A R S A

Ratio

T 0 L 2 3
track n

o 0.8

o
*Q
L4
¥
|
&

pileup rate vs

o o
n_ o
T

I
IS
|

o
w
[

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

o
[N
3

.
i
F

Ratio
&

09555

T o0 T 2z 3
track @



	Contents
	Page 1


