[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

o
o0
L
...T.ﬂf.—l.....

o o
D o))
T

| [ DR T

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

I\‘ | |
gt :
@ F (41 ]
e AEREY { ++ o
O.QE :
1

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

o duplicgiesdatesys

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

o
o
o
(4]
T[T [ TTT I T T[T [T [TT T [TTT T TTTT[ T rrre

05

oL H
1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

—0.02p
2 F
D.018F
D.016F :
> r + :
D014 F-4-fr
F #* .
0.012F |- -Hs oo
O B R L RERRRRS: e
0.008F--{-{--H}-+---- e
0.006F B R
0.004F- ! [ R R P PRRR A
o7 0 Y S A
Lwr\: ul 1 i)

Fake rate vs

—_—

D
D

M_mkFit_TT base_8iter_noSel

éIVI MKEMT_TT_Dase_NoSel

M™mKkFit_TT retrainOldFiles_v2 8iter2 noSel

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6
0.4F
0.2

sl

L S Sl S S L A

Ratio

i

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

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

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

SRS S L S A

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

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]
$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

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

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 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

~ 0.01
)
.009
9.008
o
.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

Ratio

0.8

0.6 ------ B

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
%0.009
%.008
9.007
3
©.006
o
2.005
9.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

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

2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


