[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

©
©
!

o
o)
[

0.4

0.95(|

0.0k
1072

| """""" "" """""

+

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

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

s

lOI_l 2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.2

| RS S — .

D

Fake rate vs

—--m- s FEEEEEEED SEEEEERE v -ean E TS

fakerate vs z

Ratio

08
0.6t

ol |-

o
N
T T T

UéIVI MKFET_baseiine

—— D

M_mKkFit_baseline6iter
M~mKFit_TT_ RetrainV2 WP2_ 6iter ep3

H FIR | U .
T - R0 | A P
!

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

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

fakerate vs

I
O w
w U1

0.25

o
N

0.95%

o

.......

505 10 15720
Sim. PV z (cm)

=20 15 lO

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

duglices

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

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

=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

123 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.6ff------k-

) EOSE O S NN S

o)) IS NN SO S S

M AT P
m 1 {444 - -

-10

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

.simPVz]

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1 e

0955215 -10

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



	Contents
	Page 1


