[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

I
IS

o
N

[

©
©
[

06:— :++

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

Ratio
\J
.0

Y, et NG S e

[ . . -
0.6f-eeeeeeees PR et Teie] +

Fake rate vs

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

1.05F

«0F

s
TTTTTTT

0.95E
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.2

e D s

—=— DQM_CKF_TTbase

—— DQM_CKF_TT_retrainOldFiles125_v2_prelimWP2_epoch4

0.8

0.6

0.5

X T - ———

fakerate vs z

Ratio

=160 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

SRRt
R T .. ® P .'...:..?. .-?.....E ...........
IR Sl L
: e 1

K KR

Ratio

]

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

-15 -10

Ratio

........

il

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.05

>
20.045
=
7 0.04
%.035
o
©0.03
7]
9.025
o
£0.02
=)
9.015

0.0

0.005

B

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

ol

e e i
S S T

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

1.2F

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

S T T SR S S S

R

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

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



	Contents
	Page 1


