[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

PO | SEEEEEEEEEE FEEEEEEE LSRR R
> r . N

Q o N N

© - N H

C 08F--ceeee- e M,
£ i :

& i

Rl

o

o)
T

i

=
(O SRRl | - i il REE SERRRERR
3 P |
L . + :
0.2 ARSI R ERERI SRR - TRERE
2 +RF : s ]
< [ : 5
@ - : ]
1W:H++<> [ 50 VR L IO
[ H T+
[ : 41T
- H . . -
0.95 H ; ]

1072

1071

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.95

h
L

L

-+

1072

10‘l

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)O

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

o preneeeeees ARRREEREEEEE A

> 3 : : :

Q L : : :

s t : : :

o 0.8 R R RRREE SEER N REE ARRL . ERERE

S L : : :

Q l : : :

S | : : : *
0.6f <+ oo o % -------------------
ST
oaf i A fo
Fo. e :
l RO : :
0.2---------- RRECEEREEE HRREEEEEEER! SERECERECES
n- Ll L T | Ly L T

o v :

T X 14 ]

o [ Tl 4
1; +++++* 414+ 0-0--1»----1!:--0-0 -----
0.9:- E" .

10‘1 1

,_\
o
o

Fake rate vs

—=— DQM_CKF_XiMinusNOPU_base
—— DQM_CKF_XiMinusNOPU_retrainOldFiles125 v2_prelimWPM_epoch2

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

T T T T TT

0.4

0.2

1. O

Ratio

0.95°

®™o =20

=60 1'0 2'0 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

0.95%

=20 15 lO

=50 é 1'0 1'5 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

0.2

L=-v-mmmenenes T PR
0.8 |-wkmeee- Peedieennes RS ERRTEE
0.6 :

- :
0.4 :
»

favs)

s

it

e

++*{1 1

®™0~ =20

-10

5

10

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N

0.5

20 30

- - + #++ *mmﬂ#{*# ' """

20 15 -10

-5

0

510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

1 2
rack ref. pgint r (cml)0

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

LIS S P A L e == L B B
e A
.

0.2

+++}+ }

Ratio

} *’ ’

0-95; 50 =10 é 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3
0.2

0.1

Ratio

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


