[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Fake rate vs
i Rt o AATTEEL EERRED HRRRRRRRIIE =T ! T }

08# _______ _______ |

T et s s S S

fakerate vs z

Ratio

| e +"" """"""

o
[ee]
!
»
.

o
o)
!
'

I
IS
!
*

o
N
[

.
T

1072 107

-
7 SRS SR SRS SRS S

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.5
4

©0.45
@

, 0.4
©0.35

e
S 03
o

es

s
T

1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r

T ——
75 S N S
7S S/ S U
17 S S U

I USROS SR A

) S SR SN A

Ratio

—=— DQM_CKF_XiMinusPU_base
—— DQM_CKF_XiMinusPU_retrainOIldFiles125_v2_prelimWPM_epoch4

0.95L

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

S
0.8
0.6
ot

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

0.95%

15 =i =5 0516 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.5

I
~
a

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

o
~

0.35

o
w

duplicates rate vs

0.25
0.2
0.15F
0.1
0.05F--

Ratio

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
N 0.2

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

n'....l....I....I....I....I....I....I....

§ T

0'920 510 —'5 c') é 16~ 15720

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.5
g

2045
= 04
0.35
0.3
0.25

at

pileup

0.15F
0.2}
0.05F|

Ratio

i ”
L |97(dds
0.95L i

<

s

i

|

L

w

¥/ 20 =10 0 100 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.2
> o
20.18f

0.95°

9530 1510—'5 c'J é

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


