[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

%) I=--eeeeees A [ ettt
> B N H H

2 L

S -

I X: EERIERPR SPPURURPL PUCPRLRS REIPRCRRORRS
< UL

= -

o
o)
[

I
IS

0.2

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

05F

0
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio
=

0.9F

0.8L

Fake rate vs

D
D

—— D

M_mkFit_baselinebiter

éIVI MKFET_baseiine

M~mKFit_TT_ RetrainV2 WP2_ 6iter ep3

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

A I B

0.4

—
- >

- -2

[ ———

$
-
¢
é

Ratio

12 -

- ee---=-}-

s
x e m P

0.8l

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

0 1'0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.2

Slm. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%,
.009
.008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Sdatey’s

auglicate

Ratio

0.5

q L

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5 008
%.007
3
©.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

q

Ratio

o5

2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

Ratio

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

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

1

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0.95°

9530 1510—5 0 5

_¢_¢.-_

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


