[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]

o
o)

I
IS

0.

N
T

Ratio
=

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0%

.009
.008
.007
.006

o duplicgiesdatesys

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

o
o
o
(4]
T T [ TTT T[T T T [ TIT T[T [TT T [TTT T ITTT[ T [rree

Ratio

05 -eneereees Foeeenaennd s

oL H
1072 107

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2~

D

Fake rate vs

UéIVI MKFET_baseiine

—— D

M_mKkFit_baseline6iter
M~mKkFit_TT RetrainV2 WP1 6iter ep3

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0]
2.009
% 008
007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duglices

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

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

q L

Ratio

) S T CRRPRRE CRRRS

=10 0

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

10

1 235 45

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

e s
0.8l e
NI
A
“°UL {'fgww ]
P M |

0100 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.2

+
++
_H_

——

g o

é 16— 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


