[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2~

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—_

Q
=

@®
=

=

Ratio

20.09
0.08
4
%0.07
(&)
20.06
fe]
0.05

0.1

0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

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

OF

-3

o8kt -1+

o.6fHtt-14F

1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.6

0.9E

1

=
0.8

] SRS -

J-G-: L |||||||! 4k
1.052—-,—;*-‘-‘*--5—---{’ T-F#HH AT

0.95 _:,'.;_ """ xS ++++* l“_ -F
e . | 4

11 Orlgll’]al

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

DOQM
éM_TT_ mod_modelsdeep_truthfinal_reg_modelTEST-24
—— DOM~TT _mod~modelsdeep_somethingbetter

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

—10 6—To—20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

Ratio

04

+W+‘-Mw.-,;*+++ .l

=20 15 -10

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

N
0

?
g

duglicates

0
0
0
0

0.001

0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006]
.005
.004
.003]
.002

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

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N
>
o
?
3
Q
o

§

(&)
2.004

%
0

0.001

O
-

Ratio

0.0
.009
.008
.007
.006

.005F

.003
.002

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

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

0.7t

SO e R B R N B
PO S A A 1 O M DL

b REE, oBF TR8 VR W E -

=10

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.6

0930

0.8+~

oaffi-

0.2f--- -

| IR, {1

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

lmﬂﬂ'inni*iﬂﬁ'H :
-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

A SR HE T S S A S

0.95°

- - § - R e - - -

++ +++e++-.* it ++h'+

20 515710 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


