[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

.- Tereeees ERREEREE R R LA

fakerate vs z

Ratio

T DT T aasTesay

I : .o-'EM:::.' ’;
08-— .......... 48"., ...........

0.6 s4t wt e e AR
by : : :
0.4 Beoeeees e oo

ISR SRR SRR S

LRy ; ;

e e P S S
o
T e
T ———

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

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

; }H{;;+:':::::::':::::::::::;;;;;;;;;;;;
:

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.4

0.3

0.2

O.5fpy.coveeiieeeeeed e e

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

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

—=— DQM_mKFit_TT_base_noSel
—— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrainOldFiles_v2_8iter_noSel

WM“”“’ ?;” 5»"0““0'.0{“' a ’“ “]

0.95

—1'0 0 1'0 2'0 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1— """ R R R AR
L S T O S R
0.6
0af o

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

0.95%

1510 =5 0510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
%.009
%.008
.007
.006]
0.005
0.004
0.003

0.002

duglices

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

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

b LA AR R R RN R R L RRN LRRRN RRRR)

-0 0 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

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

Ratio

C.
4.

-20-15-10 -5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N
n
>

ate

=

pileup

Ratio

0.5

0.45]

115—

—30

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

>
2

Ratio

0.2
0.18F

5101520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


