[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0%

2 e ST N 2 l § e ST ST
= I P &.009EF o ' : '
IS - - I E z
8 0.8--eeee e as T #-008EF o 0.8
© r - I} E - >
< [ - @.007EHf |- Lo 5
| < = E - : : : (o8
S R AR T £ 11 O P 0.6
i - 0,005 = fhef e
0.4 0.004H S RRREEE RERIEELEE STERIEERS 0.4
0.0038 -t {- |- ftH]-- oo +++ ------------

ooozf [t LI AR 0z

Ratio

s
T
m

il A1 i

2 1072 107

-+

ﬁﬂH+++H++++++++++++++++H

—
lm—. o—
——— [
+’ o
+ E
j{
i
T
'f
rs
¥
ra
-
+
+
=

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

—=— DQM_CKF_XiMinusPU_base

[Fakeratevs{ — DQM_CKF_XiMinusPU_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epochl

T ~ 0.0
. . . . . [

O T L e e S S
7 Lo SN SRR SO N~ R s TS T S
S T L] S A e
0.6]+ b B B | SR S ST
A A 0008w oo i
37 ISR SRR B SO SO SO 0.004 ; '
A R R T B 0.003
7, SRS SRS SRS SRS SRS S 0.002
T 0.004

| i, 7 T T

fakerate vs z
:'%
%
pileup rate vs z

uglicates

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

s

0.957

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

Fake rate vs. simPVz | [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z | [ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
e e O S ~ 0.02¢ . T T ” T ~ 0.5

S R0AT SRR ORI SOSNS SO A N 2045
7 R O JUROR SRR SO0 SO NS T R SE S & B 5 04

T 2 TR O O O O 2035
(VAT SRS SOOI SN SORRRNE M SOOI

: : : : : : : 8 E : : : : :
ro : : : : : : 50-01:_ """ A A A N

I
w

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.25]

pileup rate

0af bbb D008 -k eeeeeer ik 0.2
L : : : : : : 5 E : : : : :

S T e 015
AP UM SO O OO IO 0008 Fo b 01
SR 0.002t +++++' e *+*':_'+'+' +i' """""""" 0.05
PN A P T PRI P P T P PN T R T P o 1 n
IVs) L. OF : : i FRvs)

e bded e

Ratio
-
.ri.’..T.

=
1
—+
Ratio

N
T
"
Y e
+

1
i
'1
~+
T
e s
¥
P
+
1
+
.

0 -5 0 &5 10 15 20 096 -15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

0.95;



	Contents
	Page 1


