[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

o
0
!
*

o
o)
[

*

I
IS
!
§

- -
o -
L -

-

o
N
[
%

| [RREREEEEEE 1

=
T T T T T T
—_
—
——
-
-
-
-
-
-~
o
-+
-
-
-+
—

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
.009
.008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.
0.001F--++---- ARREEEEEEEE b SRLEITEPREE

auplicajessatevs

Ratio

002

e

0.95

1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i A I

s P
-
- -
=
o -

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

—_—

D
B8
D

VM_URFET1

Dase_NnoSel

M_CKF_TT retrainOldFiles113 noSel
M~CKF_TT retrainOldFiles125"v2 noSel

T
:
i

010

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

N

>
80.45

=
0}

fakerate vs

I
O w
w U1

0.5

0.4

Y PP UV POV T FHTU POPE OV PO
:_____:___", :l|l|l:11111:11111:11111:1|

1

F 5||T|‘5””'5"”'5”‘”El|

0¥ =15 —10

2

-5

0 5

10 1

520

Sim. PV z (cm)

N0.02— : —— :
T SRR S S S N N
PSP S S W S
O
012wt SR R

Sdatey’s

auglicate

0SSPSO ST S g
0,008+~ e A A
osue oty o
0.004F - e e * e

(X7 SRS M S

0.95 H i i

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5008
9.007
)
©.006
7]
$.005
(&)
2.004
=)

B.003F -

0.002F----;

0.001+--; ek

oAuC:"' TR TR

g b I

e O O
1_—----:-----4.:«“.- - - - R R

-5 0 5 10 15 20

0.95!

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6

0.5

0.3

0.2

s St SO SO

L R -

1.0

0.95!

Ml
S |
- —iO 0 1:0 2:0 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs.

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

o
©
!
:
+

o
o
[

A SR HEE S S S S

0.95°

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



	Contents
	Page 1


