[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

-
) | R [ pininiie
> - : o
Q - H - H
s r Coe
8 0.8f s T I
-E I L -

[ -

o
o)

I
IS

10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.5
g

5 0.45F
[

= 0.4F Ty
]
0.35

S

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

p F : :

> o H H

L 0.7 ---ne- o SRR LR R CEECEECEEE

o E : :

E : :
s 0.6 =;------- R TEEEEEEEEEE LR
Q r - : :
Y| O e RIRE STTRRTERRS
| I S SR -
0.3F------- P e ERREERPRRTEY
r ) :

0.2F--------- P S SR E TR PRI
E it :

0.0~ ----- f';---i -----------------------
E . .":s.

o L.Wn ] | L ]

g

@

—=— DQM_CKF_QCDHighPt_base

Fake rate vs y —— DQM_CKF_QCDHighPt_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch2

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

T

| R S

o S S

Ratio

0983950 =10

0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

RN

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

o

O R S

02

Ratio

0.95;

0-15-10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.2
g o
5018
€0.16f
)

——

e

100 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
N 0.2

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

=30 -20 ~-10

| I

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.2
> o
2.0.18p

[y
T

0220 =15 -10 -5

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



	Contents
	Page 1


