[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0

| """""" ' """"""

o T e S S
L : : : .009F -~--r--+- AR AR AR ; i : : :
3 : : : o E o o L] T ® Faes : : :
 RRrE P PRI e T 008 : : ' o 0.8 Fgger b
L : : : : : : S L :

o

o

©
©

fakerate vs r

i 5 5 5 007E
o TR ] L # » + $.006F
4 2 F

+ % 0.005F

0.004f

U 0.003E

licaiesFatgys

o
o)
[

Y S e T .

Y

: R o e e
x A uA N A P ERRITRREEE boonooooggs Kacoad (ghe 4
! “ﬁ : w ]l ooltl
gl "'"ﬁ}ﬂ+“#+'+§+*¥*”ﬁ"§ """"" 311151 O B O

1072 10 1 10 0? 1072 10t
track ref. point r (cml)

3

Ratio
v
s &
oy
=+
==
=
——
ceee—— E .
e
T
ooy
=
fiiras
ooy

1 10 0? 2
track ref. point r (cn%)

—=— DQM_mkFit_TT_baseline_6iter
Fakerate vs { —— DQM_mkFit_TT_RetrainV2_WP1_6iter
e Y e —————
F : : : : : o F : : : : :
e SRRt S SIS SIS SRS e A S S S S
I e
N 9.014F
o N . . . . =4 - ¥ )
O * D.012F |-t
[ N N N H H (=] C N b
0.43%#;"}%“@-5 -------- SR ;-#*#*“ﬂ-tﬁ{ﬁ 0.0t |-t
0.3F 8 ; 0.008F-|;
: 0.006F---
0.004f - -H' -+ 4 H ¥
0.0028 {5 ft+

O~

0.8 --

R ™ Tt S S

fakerate vs z
pileup rate vs z

0-6_;;';'45;;‘1;&'@# """ e *‘#w#h
R I L

SRS RS S RN S

0.2F

0.1+

Ratio
N

T

30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 -30 - ' ) 10 20 30 B300 20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz | [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV 7 | [Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
N 05— ~ 0.05—— : : : : N

> E > F . . . . .

8.0.45f 30,045f - bbb [ Pl

€ o4F €5 04F ; : : I U I L

(%] 045 7)004:_ ------ R T T . . 08_"+ """ P AR ‘*‘+
S R RN

00 T A

T SN SO SURN: SRRSO W I I
L E : : : : 4

B0.08F+wroberreedeeen e o e
%) F N N N N N

L e e Al i A R
e St e I I S TS AU O SNE S e
B A SR N I S S S
s ST S HLIE e O S O

}H}H +_+_+_++_ _+_++____+_ }H

O .
Bt T ;
oolf H - l m .
90 =15 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20 %865 5 0 5 10 15 20 °'9zo T c'J é 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

I
O w
w U1
Al

fakerate vs

0.25f

1L
pileup rate vs Sim. PV
-

o
N

Ratio

T
Ratio
-
&

T T

T




	Contents
	Page 1


