[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

1

fakerate vs z

Ratio

il

©
©

o
o)

o
N

I
IS
T

0.9F

O
e

0.8F

0.7t

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

= 0.02p
o F
D.018f

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

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.8

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

2

—=— DQM_mKFit_TT_base_noSel
—— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrainOldFiles_v2_8iter2_noSel

0.6

0.8

[

Ml

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z [

Ratio

0.8f

0.1

0.7k
0.6+
0.5
0.4

0.3F

0.2F -+

of

0.9F

0.l

2

0-15 -10 5 0 & 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.05¢
4
D.045F

£0.04
wn
2.035
(&]

50.03F
oS o
0.025¢

0.02f
0.015f

0.01F
0.005F

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

[Lle)

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.05p
> E
20.045F

£
70.04

%.035E
o
©0.03F
%) E+
9.025
o o
5.0.02F
20.02¢
9.015F1-
0.01F{-}- -+
0.005F-- - 4

o
T

Ratio

1.5F

I

%519

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5F

0.4

0.3F

0.2F

0.1F

lG:

1.1F

T T
F—
[ E——

i

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.2

0.8
0.6

0.4

L0F

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

1.1F

........

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


