[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

©
©

Lﬁ—%
.

| EEEEEEEER LR W

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

o
N
[

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

Ratio

0.5

oL H
1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

— 0.5

4
20.45
©
=04
>
20.35
o
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15

Fake rate vs D

fakerate vs z

Ratio

o
I o e e e
o
o

UéIVI MRET_TT_Dase_noSel

M_mkFit_TT base_8iter noSel
M™mKkFit_TT retrainOldFiles_v2 8iter2 noSel

0.95L

-6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

®™0 =20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

o
0.6
o

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

S S TS

RN

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

NOOJ.

2.009
% 008
007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duglices

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

=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

Ratio

0.5

q...

=20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=16 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
20.045
£
7)0.04
9.035
o
$0.03
o
2.025
S0.02
0.015
0.014
0.005

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

Ratio

OF
1.4F
1.2F--

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


