[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

o P :

2
SERERS A1 UEL B
1 +|

P

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01
.009
.008]
.007
.006]

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

o duplicgiesdatesys

o
o
o
(4]
T[T [ TTT I T T[T [T [TT T [TTT T TTTT[ T rrre

X SRR Foeeenaennd e e

oL H
1072 107

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

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8~

pileup rate vs r

0.6

| SR ST :

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

—+ - B
3 R
+ :
L L 14T 4 |
02— o |-k - [ R
r -+ :
o LG 1 L |
— T '
< : Tl
14 [ (4T :
n AN UH RN o (10
4 -1 -+
- -
1l | |
;

Fake rate vs

f
0 EEI P" “retrainOl
I baseln
1t6_TT retrain

i

iles125 v2_prelimWP_epoch4
dEifes125 v2 prelimWP_epoch?2 wSQCD

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

|||||||r
. L

]

¥

]

0.6 |-

ol UL

o
N
T T

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

- - - 0E - col ETe -ofied

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

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

~ 0.5
>
D-.O.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15

0.1
0.05
0

1.4F

Ratio

1.2F
I

R s o

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

~ 0.01
@.009
.008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

'%

duglices

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

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

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

e S S S

10 0 10 20 30

q_...

Sim. PV z (cm)

20 0 20 40 60

B

0.8f-e-+ -l

pileup rate vs z

0.6+t §

04l L

0.2F-tof-

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

Ratio

0.9!

£

™30 =20 =10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

0.8

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

| R A

oaf i b

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

Ratio

0220 =15 =10 -5

1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

(@]
[é)]

- 3
(=]



	Contents
	Page 1


