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ABSTRACT

In this paper we present a technique to reconstruct the scaling variables defining ep deep inelastic
scattering by performing a kinematic fit. This reconstruction technique makes use of the full potential
of the data collected. It is based on Bayes’ Theorem and involves the use of informative priors. The
kinematic fit method has been tested using a simulated sample of ep neutral current events at a center
of mass energy of 318 GeV with Q2 > 400 GeV2. In addition to the scaling variables, this method is
able to estimate the energy of possible initial state radiation (Eγ ) which otherwise goes undetected.
A better resolution than standard electron and double angle techniques in the reconstruction of scaling
variables is achieved using a kinematic fit.

Keywords Kinematic fit · Deep inelastic scattering · Resolution of scaling variables

1 Introduction

Deep inelastic scattering (DIS) of leptons on hadrons is one of the fundamental experimental methods to probe the
internal structure of hadrons. A precise knowledge of the structure of hadrons is important in the quest to uncover
phenomena beyond the Standard Model of particle Physics in various high energy collider experiments that are running
and also those which are planned in the future.

The next generation of lepton-hadron/ion colliders [1]- [5] will extend the study of hadronic matter at higher energies
and higher luminosities. While preparing for the next generation of updated high energy colliders, it is appropriate to
study the analysis methods which can harness the full potential of the future colliders. A DIS event can be categorised
with the Lorentz invariants Q2, x and y [6]. Q2 is the negative of the square of the four momentum transferred,
Bjorken-x is interpreted as the momentum fraction of the proton taken by the struck quark in the Breit frame and y is
interpreted as the fraction of energy transferred from the electron to the proton in the frame where the proton is at rest.

In this paper we present a kinematic fit technique to reconstruct the event kinematics using Bayesian inference
methods [7]. The leptonic and hadronic information of the final state from the detector is used to reconstruct the
kinematic variables, and, as we show, provides a better resolution compared to conventional methods. The algorithm for
performing a kinematic fit is discussed in Section 4 in detail. In addition to the extraction of the kinematic variables with
improved resolution, this method can be used to infer if Initial State Radiation (ISR, Eγ) is present in the interaction.
A further advantage of the kinematic fit method using Bayesian Analysis is that it provides the uncertainty on the
reconstructed kinematic variables.

∗This research work was carried out under the INSPIRE Faculty research grant awarded to the author by the Department of
Science and Technology, Government of India.

ar
X

iv
:2

20
6.

04
89

7v
2 

 [
he

p-
ex

] 
 2

 S
ep

 2
02

2

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2755-5682
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0244-5129


arXiv Template A PREPRINT

Figure 1: Deep Inelastic Scattering of an electron on a proton in a Neutral Current Channel.

Figure 2: ISR (left) and FSR (right) from the incoming and outgoing electrons respectively.

2 Reconstruction of kinematic variables

Figure 1 shows the Feynman diagram representing neutral current (NC) DIS of electrons on protons mediated by the
exchange of a virtual photon. The three kinematic scaling variables describing the interaction are defined in terms of
the incoming proton 4-momentum, p and the incoming and scattered lepton 4-momenta k,k′ as

Q2 = −(q · q) (1)

where, q = (k− k
′
)

x = Q2/2(p · q) (2)

and
y = (p · q)/(p · k) . (3)

Q2 is the virtuality of the exchanged boson and gives the scale of the interaction, with Q = 1 GeV corresponding to a
transverse distance scale of approximately 0.2 fm. In a frame where the proton has very large momentum the Bjorken-x
variable has an intuitive interpretation as the fractional momentum carried by the struck parton in the scattering process.
The scaling variable y gives the energy transferred from the electron to the proton in the frame where proton is at rest.
The three kinematic variables are related to the center of mass energy of the interaction, s, as

Q2 ≈ sxy. (4)

There are QED processes that can accompany the NC DIS interaction in the form of ISR and Final State Radiation
(FSR) as shown in Figure 2. The ISR typically goes unrecorded in the detector as it is generated at small angles in the
direction of the incoming electron. An event with ISR has a smaller value of the incoming electron energy participating
in the scattering and hence the center of mass energy is reduced. The reconstruction of kinematic variables in case of
unrecorded ISR can have a strong bias. The FSR is, however, typically recorded, and added to the outgoing electron.
The information from the detector is processed and provided for further analysis in the form of the following four
independent quantities

• Ee, scattered electron energy

• θe, scattered electron angle
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• δh =
∑
i

Ei(1− cos θi), sum over energy deposits E′is at angle θ′is in the ‘Calorimeter’ of the detector, which

are not assigned to the scattered lepton

• PT,h =
√
(
∑
i

Pxi)2 + (
∑
i

Pyi)2, transverse momentum of the hadronic final state (HFS),

where Pxi = Ei sin θi cosφi and Pyi = Ei sin θi sinφi.

Using δh to summarize the HFS has an advantage as it removes the contribution from the spectator quarks very elegantly
and was first used by Jacquet and Blondel [8]. The total E − PZ(∼ δ = δh + δe) in the interaction remains conserved
as both E and PZ are conserved. Here, δe = Ee(1 − cos θe). If there is no energy loss down the beam pipe in the
direction of the electron, then the δ measured in the detector is very close to 2A, where A is the electron beam energy.
Therefore, in the case of no ISR, δh + δe = 2A.

Ideally any two of the the above four quantities are required to calculate the three unknown scaling variables x, y and
Q2. The kinematic variables at small x and low Q2 can be calculated with a good resolution using the electron energy
and angular information in what is called as electron-only method (EL), while at the large x and high Q2, the double
angle method (DA) is often used. The use of a kinematic fit for a better reconstruction of the kinematic variables is
contemplated as discussed in [9], [10], [11]. The electron and double angle methods are briefly discussed below. A
more complete summary of reconstruction methods can be found [10], [12].

2.1 Electron-only method

In the electron method [13], the information from the scattered electron in the event final state is used to reconstruct the
kinematic variables. The kinematic variables x, y and Q2 are reconstructed from Ee and θe as follows:

Q2
EL = 2AEe(1 + cos θe) = δEe(1 + cos θe) (5)

yEL = 1− Ee
2A

(1− cos θe) = 1− δe
δ

(6)

xEL =
Q2
EL

syEL
=

Ee cos
2 θ

2

P (1− Ee
A sin2 θ2 )

(7)

where, P is the incident proton beam energy.

2.2 Double Angle method

In the double angle method [13, 14], the kinematic variables are reconstructed using θe and the scattered hadron angle,
γh. γh is calculated as

cos γh =
P 2
T,h − δ2h
P 2
T,h + δ2h

, (8)

The kinematic variables in the double angle method are then calculated as follows:

Q2
DA = 4A2.

sin γh(1 + cos θe)

sin γh + sin θe − sin(γh + θe)
(9)

xDA =
A

P
.
sin γh + sin θe + sin(γh + θe)

sin γh + sin θe − sin(γh + θe)
(10)

yDA =
sin θe(1− cos γh)

sin γh + sin θe − sin(γh + θe)
(11)

One of the advantages of the double angle method is that it is not sensitive to the electron or jet energy calibrations as
the kinematic variables are reconstructed using the angular information. However this method is sensitive to the initial
and final state radiations and simulation of the color flow.
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3 Kinematic Fit

The goal of the kinematic fit technique (KF) is to infer the kinematic variables along with the possible ISR energy, Eγ .
These quantities here are grouped as λ = (x, y, Eγ) and the measured quantities as D = (Ee, θe, δh, PT,h). Using Bayes
theorem [7], the probability distribution for the parameter set λ given the set of measured quantities D can be written as

P (λ|D) ∝ P (D|λ)Po(λ). (12)

Here P (D|λ) is the likelihood function which gives the probability of making a measurement D given true values λ
and Po(λ) is the prior information on λ. The P (D|λ) distribution can be written as

P (D|λ) = P (D|x, y, Eγ) = P (Ee, θe, δh, PT,h|x, y, Eγ) (13)

= P (Ee, θe|x, y, Eγ)P (δh, PT,h|x, y, Eγ). (14)
In a first attempt, we further factorize the likelihood as

≈ P (Ee|x, y, Eγ)P (θe|x, y, Eγ)P (δh|x, y, Eγ)P (PT,h|x, y, Eγ). (15)

In our KF code, we use
P (D|λ) = P (Ee|Eλe )P (θe|θλe )P (δh|δλh)P (PT,h|PλT,h) (16)

where the values of Eλe , θλe , δλh and PλT,h are obtained for a given set λ.

We choose E, F, θ and γ to represent the true values of the generated electron and quark final state energies and scattering
angles respectively. These can be calculated from the true2 Q2, x and y of the event as

E = xyP +Ar(1− y) (17)

F = x(1− y)P + yAr (18)

cos θ =
xyP −Ar(1− y)
xyP +Ar(1− y)

(19)

cos γ =
x(1− y)P − yAr
x(1− y)P + yAr

. (20)

Here,
Ar = A− Eγ

where, Eγ is the energy of an ISR photon.

In case of ISR, the effective lepton energy participating in the interaction is reduced to Ar. For the HFS, the true δh and
transverse momentum are given as

δgenh = F (1− cos γ) (21)

P genT,h = F sin γ (22)

Each factor on the right hand side of Equation 16 is initially assumed to be a Gaussian PDF with width defined by the
smearing factor applied to incorporate the detector effects (Equations 24- 27). The likelihood can therefore be written
as

P (D|λ) ∝ 1√
2πσE

e
− (Ee−Eλe )2

2σ2
E

1√
2πσθ

e
− (θe−θλe )2

2σ2
θ

1√
2πσδh

e
− (δh−δ

λ
h)2

2σ2
δh

1√
2πσPT,h

e
−

(PT,h−P
λ
T,h)2

2σ2
PT,h . (23)

The prior distribution Po(λ) used in this analysis reflects the basic features of the DIS cross section on x and y.

2Q2 is defined by the exchanged Boson, x = Q2

2p·q , y = Q2

s′x and s′ = (k+ p− l)2 in the presence of ISR with four momentum
l ≈ (Eγ , 0, 0,−Eγ)
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Figure 3: Correlation of smeared Ee, θe, δh and PT,h in the simulated to their respective true generated values.

4 Simulated data

For this analysis, the sample of 106 DIS NC ep events with center of mass energy 318 GeV and Q2 >400 GeV2 was
generated using the Rapgap-3.303 [15] Monte Carlo generator interfaced with HERACLES [16], where the latter is
used to apply O(α) QED corrections. The detector simulation effects are introduced as Gaussian smearing on the true
generated quantities E, F, δgenh and P genT,h .

The electron energy and electron angle resolutions are taken from the ZEUS detector performance as reported in [17].

σE/E = 19.59%/
√
E ⊕ 0.825% (24)

σθ/θ = 0.25%/
√
θ (25)

The simulated HFS is obtained by smearing the δgenh and P genT,h using

σδh/δ
gen
h = 35%/

√
δgenh (26)

σPT,h/P
gen
T,h = 35%/

√
P genT,h . (27)

These values are motivated by detailed study of resolution of δh and PT,h in the ZEUS detector [18]. The correlation of
the four smeared final state properties, (Ee,θe, δh and PT,h), in the simulated data to their respective true generated
values are plotted and shown in Figure 3. Using uncorrelated Gaussian smearing for the four measured quantities is not
strictly appropriate, and we expect correlations between (E, θ) and (PT,h, δh) to be present. A detector simulation will
be needed to include this.
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Figure 4: x, y, Q2 and Eγ from the kinematic fit as compared to the true quantities using different priors.
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Figure 5: Correlation of Eγ from the kinematic fit to it’s true value for three different priors.
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5 Results from the Kinematic Fit

The kinematic fit is performed using Bayes theorem on the simulated sample with Q2 > 400 GeV2 and after filtering
out the generated QED Compton [16] events3. The likelihood function is taken from Equation 23. For the main results
shown in this paper, we do not extract the full posterior probability distribution but only the values of the parameters
at the mode of the posterior probability. To extract the uncertainties and correlations in the parameters λ, the BAT
software [19], e.g., can be used. Two example fits of the kinematic variables using BAT are shown in Appendix A.

The Bayesian inference to get the set of most probable quantities λ = (x, y, Eγ) given the measurement D =
(E, θe, δh, PT,h), is calculated using the Bayesian analysis toolkit, BAT. Q2 is obtained from the KF method as

Q2
KF = s′xKF yKF ,

where, s′ is the center of mass energy which gets reduced when an ISR is reconstructed from kinematic fit and is given
as

s′ = 4(A− Eγ)P.
The comparison of the distribution for x, y Q2 and Eγ obtained from the kinematic fit method to the generated values
are shown in Figure 4.

Three different prior distributions, Po(λ), were studied and are listed below. The kinematic fit was performed for each
one of the priors separately. The comparison of x, y and Eγ distributions obtained from the kinematic fit method using
different prior choices are also shown in Figure 4. The results are extracted using three different prior choices.

• Prior I : the Bremsstrahlung cross section on Eγ

Po(λ) =
1 + (1− y)2

x3y2
[1 + (1− Eγ/A)2]

Eγ/A
(28)

• Prior II : steeply falling factor for Eγ

Po(λ) =
1 + (1− y)2

x3y2
1

E2
γ

. (29)

• Prior III : flat prior for Eγ

Po(λ) =
1 + (1− y)2

x3y2
. (30)

There is no significant difference observed in the results from the three priors. However, some differences are observed
in the Eγ distribution for low values of Eγ . Priors I and III underestimated the ISR with very small values of Eγ ,
whereas, Prior II overestimated the ISR.

One of the advantages of the kinematic fit approach is the estimation of the energy of the ISR in the event. Figure 5
shows the correlation of Eγ estimated from the kinematic fit to it’s true value in the event using three different priors.
As observed from the comparison of different Priors shown in Figures 4 and 5, the Eγ is estimated effectively using the
Prior I (Equation 28) and this is used in the subsequent analysis.

5.1 Comparison to other methods

For the comparison to other methods, the kinematic fit is performed with the likelihood function as given in Equation 23
and prior I with Bremsstrahlung cross section for Eγ . Figure 6 shows the correlation of x and Q2 reconstructed from the
kinematic fit method to the true generated value. The correlation of x and Q2 reconstructed from the double angle and
electron methods to the true generated value are also shown in Figure 6. It is observed that the x and Q2 reconstructed
from the kinematic fit method has a smaller spread in the correlation plots as compared to the double angle and electron
methods.

The bias and resolution in the x and Q2 reconstruction from the kinematic fit method is compared to the electron
and the double angle method in Figure 7. The Figure shows the comparison of ratios4 xmeth/x and Q2

meth/Q
2 from

3The QED Compton events serve as background to the DIS NC data, and at large x and high Q2 are expected to be negligible [11].
4Here in the ratios, xmeth and Q2

meth will refer to the variables reconstructed from any of the el, double angle and KF methods,
and the x and Q2 without subscript would represent their true generated values obtained using the exchanged Boson information.

8



arXiv Template A PREPRINT

different methods for the full simulated data set. The ratios obtained from the kinematic fit method are observed to have
minimum width implying a better resolution which can be attributed to the maximum information of the final state
being used in the analysis as compared to any of the double angle and electron methods.

The ratios xmeth/x and Q2
meth/Q

2 are studied in the bins of x and Q2 and are shown in Figures 8 and 9 respectively.
It is observed that the resolution of x and Q2 obtained from the kinematic fit are better than other methods in the whole
x-Q2 phase space scanned.
The mean and standard deviation (rms) of the ratios are collected in bins of x and Q2 and are shown in Figures 10
and 11 respectively. Following detailed observations are made:

• The ratio xmeth/x in bins of x is found to have small bias in the kinematic fit and double angle methods.
However, for the electron method the x reconstruction becomes biased at higher x values.

• The x reconstruction from kinematic fit method is found to be the most precise one as seen from a relatively
smaller RMS for the xmeth/x ratios in bins of x. In the double angle reconstruction, the standard deviation
is found to be better than the electron method with increasing x. For the electron method a large value of
standard deviation is observed and therefore this method is conventionally not recommended at high x.

• The reconstruction of Q2 from all three methods has a very small bias, as the mean of the ratios Q2
meth/Q

2 is
centered at 1 with in 1-3%, in the bins of Q2.

• The RMS of the ratios Q2
meth/Q

2 from the kinematic fit method is found to have a least value, implying a
better resolution in all of the bins of Q2.

The presence of an ISR can lead to a very biased reconstruction of the scaling variables [20], [21]. A comparison on
the resolution of x and Q2 reconstruction has been shown for the three different categories of events based upon the
true ISR energies : Eγ = 0 (No ISR), Eγ > 0 and Eγ > 7. Figure 12 shows the ratios xmeth/x and Q2

meth/Q
2 for

the three different categories of events. For all the three cases, the kinematic fit method is observed to offer a robust
reconstruction of x and Q2.

For the first case where no ISR photon is present in the event, kinematic fit is doing better due to the full detector
information taken into account. For the second case, when an ISR photon is present, the electron and double angle
methods have biased x and Q2 reconstruction as is visible from the long tails in the xmeth/x and Q2

meth/Q
2 ratios.

The kinematic fit method can estimate the ISR photon energy and take it into account in the x and Q2 reconstruction.
The bias in x and Q2 reconstruction from the electron and double angle methods increases as the value of the ISR
photon energy increases.

For the cases where an ISR photon with Eγ > 7 GeV is emitted from the initial state electron, the reconstruction of Q2

can be wrong by 50% and 25% from double angle and electron methods respectively. This is also observed from the
ratios xmeth/x and Q2

meth/Q
2 as shown in Figure 12 for the case with Eγ > 7 GeV.

The ISR events with large Eγ can be discarded by putting a cut on total E − Pz of the event: for a lower bound of
30 GeV of total E − Pz, all ISR with Eγ > 12.5 GeV can be rejected. For the events with Eγ below this value, the
reconstruction of x and Q2 can still be wrong by more that 25% from the conventional methods. For these events, the
kinematic fit would play a vital role in the correct reconstruction of kinematic variables.

6 Summary

This paper successfully demonstrates the use of kinematic fit method to reconstruct the kinematic variables. The method
is tested on the high Q2 simulated NC scattering of electron on protons at HERA energies. A kinematic fit is performed
which uses the full detector potential in the form of all four directly measured quantities in the final state as input,
namely energy and angle of the electron and δh and PT,h of the hadronic final state respectively. As a result of using
the full event information, the scaling variables x and Q2 reconstructed from the kinematic fit are observed to have a
good resolution which is better than double angle and electron methods.
The kinematic fit technique is found to be able to reconstruct the energy of ISR (Eγ), which otherwise goes undetected
down the beam pipe. For the events where an ISR photon is reconstructed from the kinematic fit, the resolution offered
to the scaling variables x and Q2 is found to be preserved.
The results from the kinematic fit method, however, rely on the in depth knowledge of the detector response in collecting
the event information. In the future, one may also try a more complex likelihood function instead of the one used in
Equation 23, taking into account the correlations between different final state quantities. A further improvement can
be anticipated by using a different prior function for Eγ , which could reproduce the ISR spectrum for Eγ < 1 GeV.
Presenting this method, we hope to use the full potential of the planned future lepton hadron experiments at very high
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Figure 8: Ratio of x from the kinematic fit, double angle and electron reconstruction methods to the true value in
different bins of x.
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Figure 9: Ratio of Q2 from the kinematic fit, double angle and electron reconstruction methods to the true value in
different bins of Q2. 11
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energies. In the future we plan to study this method for the lower Q2 kinematic phase space at HERA and EIC energies
and use this method for other experiments as well. Recently Neural Networks have been used to reconstruct the scaling
variables x, y and Q2 in the NC DIS events [22]- [23]. It will be very interesting to do a direct comparison of the two
methods in the same kinematic phase space as a future study.
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Appendix A : Example Kinematic Fit Results

Two example fits of the kinematic variables using BAT [19] are presented, with one event having a high energy ISR
photon and the other with no ISR. The x, y and Eγ values from the Kinematic Fit are given along with their standard
deviation and compared to the true values. The values obtained from the double angle and electron methods are also
shown.
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Example 1

This event has a high energy ISR photon and is the type of event that is typically difficult to reconstruct with the standard
reconstruction techniques. The calculated and generated values of Q2, x and y are shown in Table 1 as well as the
photon energy. The values of x, y and Eγ at the global mode of the Kinematic Fit are given with uncertainty taken as the
standard deviation of the marginalized distribution. In addition, the one dimensional and two dimensional marginalized
distributions of the parameters x, y and Eγ obtained from the Kinematic Fit are shown in Figure 13. This Figure also
shows the position of global mode, local mode and three different credible intervals of the marginalized distributions.

Q2(GeV2) x y Eγ(GeV)
Generated (with ISR correction) 4126 0.212 0.459 16.1

KF (Global mode) 4188 0.180 +- 0.015 0.514 +- 0.027 15.3 +- 0.7
EL 9830 0.125 0.774 -
DA 21135 0.405 0.515 -

Table 1: Generated Q2, x and y for the first example event. The values of x, y and Eγ from the Kinematic Fit are quoted
at the global mode with their respective standard deviation from the marginalized distribution.

Example 2

The second example is an event which has no ISR. The results of the Kinematic Fit for this event is given in Table 2.
The one dimensional and two dimensional marginalized distributions of the parameters x, y and Eγ obtained from the
Kinematic Fit are shown in Figure 14.

Q2(GeV2) x y Eγ(GeV)
True (with ISR correction) 2558 0.128 0.197 0

KF (Global mode) 2601 0.140 +- 0.017 0.182 +- 0.018 0
EL 2648 0.155 0.168 -
DA 2606 0.142 0.181 -

Table 2: Generated Q2, x and y for the second example event. The values of x, y and Eγ from the Kinematic Fit are
quoted at the global mode with their respective standard deviation from the marginalized distribution.
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Figure 13: Example 1 - Each plot shows marginalized distributions of the parameters x, y and Eγ obtained from the
Kinematic Fit. The global mode, local mode and mean are also shown in the plots.

16



arXiv Template A PREPRINT

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
x

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

 | 
D

at
a)

x
P

(

smallest 70.9% interval(s) global mode
smallest 95.8% interval(s) mean and std. dev.
smallest 99.8% interval(s)

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
y

0

5

10

15

20

25

30 | 
D

at
a)

y
P

(

smallest 71.0% interval(s) global mode
smallest 95.7% interval(s) mean and std. dev.
smallest 99.9% interval(s)

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5
γE

0

5

10

15

20

25 | 
D

at
a)

γ
E

P
(

smallest 100.0% interval(s) global mode
mean and std. dev.

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
x

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3y
smallest 68.5 % interval(s) global mode
smallest 95.5 % interval(s) local mode
smallest 99.7 % interval(s) mean and std. dev.

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
x

0

1

2

3

4

5γ
E

smallest 70.9 % interval(s) global mode
smallest 95.8 % interval(s) local mode
smallest 99.7 % interval(s) mean and std. dev.

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
y

0

1

2

3

4

5γ
E

smallest 71.0 % interval(s) global mode
smallest 95.7 % interval(s) local mode
smallest 99.9 % interval(s) mean and std. dev.

Figure 14: Example 2 - Each plot shows marginalized distributions of the parameters x, y and Eγ obtained from the
Kinematic Fit. The global mode, local mode and mean are also shown in the plots.
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