[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

| """""" e

1071

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

—

0.5

2
2045

©
=
Q

0.4

>
20.35
o

Ratio

0.3

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

II-'QI-.-I-IIIIIIIIIIIIIIII!IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

1072

0.25] -+ b SR """"""

0.2 % 1 ‘_, ...........

0.15k T -----------
P It :

0.1 G | A N R R

0.05f+ |-~ “v -----------------------

LOf s i '

&I B e
0.95 fida R REEEERE
08 -1t T T e
07 . i ,

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

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbase
—— DQM_mKFit5_TT_retrainOldFiles125 v2_prelimWP_epoch4

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3
0.2
0.1

J.-G:I At

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

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

1
0.9
0.8

0

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

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

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

I
[N}
T

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]
$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

=60 10 20 30
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

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.8%

=6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

J.-G:I o
11
:
0.9F

0.8

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


