[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

| R R e T sk R

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
f
é’i

o
(o))
1Y

I
IS
[

o
N
[

]
I

L ATRRE T
[TTTrFEm

=

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

[ 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

0.5

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

1072

1071

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

— 0.5

4
20.45
©
=04
>
20.35
o
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

—~++
;

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

Ratio

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

DOM_mkFit_baseline6iter

—— D

UéIVI MKET_basetine

Fake rate vs

M~mKFit_TT_ RetrainV2 WP2_ 6iter ep3

1—---.'-":';---‘--.-.:'---.-----: -------- .F-‘-‘l..':nn'---

e e S

fakerate vs z

S St TN S S o
7 SRS S SS A SN

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

Ratio

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

=20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

N R R R

R T R

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

04t

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

Ratio

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

0.95;

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

uglicates

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

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

Ratio

0.95!

=20 -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

Ratio

’

123 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

543210

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

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.2

> o
2.0.18p

Ratio
=

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


