[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

©
©

fakerate vs r

o
o)

o
N

il

I
IS
T T

e
[~

Ratio
-

0.9

tHHtHﬂttw

1072

1071

1 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0l
g F
©.009F
g F
0.008E

[
®.007
e
2.006
o

0.005¢
0.004F

0.003

0.002} 11+
0.001E,

Ratio

QR
0.8f-|
¥

0.6F

I

&

)

b »

P— bl

- .
N :

g & —oooor aocooec BERPFERREN EEEECEEES FEPEFEPRETER

1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8f---*

i ottt I

0.6+ Foeeeee - e

oy

o

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

0.95F

0. oF
1072

B

T +++++++++---.++++++....t...ll'ffff'

...................... ++.++

1

02
track ref. point r (cml)

D

Fake rate vs

0.8

—— D

UéIVI MRET_TT_base

M_mkFit_TT retrain_noCandDNN
M™mKFit_TT retrain™

0.7

0.6

fakerate vs z

0.5

0.3F

0.41%"

0.2F

Ratio

s

't

0.95

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
> E .
Q-0.45F--
S E.:
] 0.4E

fakerate vs

o
N

I
O w
w U1
T

0.25F

Ratio

09¢

S R [

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.021
Y -
D.o18f

9.016
)

$.014f
[} - !
B.012F|-- ,
[o} r .

0.02F---|- Ht---| -
0.008F--{- {itt--4-#
0.006F-
0.004H}- - [} :
0.0028- - §-+-H{] 18-+

1

Ratio

0.6f- -1+

o8-~ {414

i

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.05p
> E
20.045F

£
7 0.04
%.035
[]

©0.03F
o E
$9.025F
025
5.0.02F
5002
9.015F
0.01F
0.005f

Ratio

glier i
[OF:] 1 O A

o6t TH-

-1

0 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

e I L .
0.6F;

e L
)

0.4+ --beeeeees RRRRRRE L SRR S

=60 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

S T T SR S S S

RATRER S

of el

R

0.95°

|_\

-

20 15 10—5 O 5 :Ib 20
Slm PVz(cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


