[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

0.6+

0.4

SR

0.8f+-emeeeee

0.2f-eeeenee

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

S TRE

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2
D.045
©
=0.04
(O]
©.035
g
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
.0

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

Ratio

0.9

1.5
W}

0.8

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6_—*+ N

0.5

0.7+ RPN e

0.4F w0 Feeeeeeeee e
0.3+ RLRRRIREREE e

I SO R

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

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

D

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

—— D

UéIVI TT original

M_TT_ mod_modelsdeep_truthfinal_reg modelTEST-24
M~TT_—mod_modelsdeep_somethingbetter

1 .-
0.8+

0.6}

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

S ﬁ%‘*‘wﬁ*‘*«‘:ﬁ*’#
: : o,

0.2+ fieeeeee

J.-Gllllilllll

L i
10 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

N

Ratio

0.5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0

~n 0.2

g
90'18

©0.16F
0

£0.14
(&}

50.12F -

0.1
0.08

0.06f- -+~
0.04F
0.02F

Ratio
(=

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
50.045
£
50.04
%.035
o
©0.03
[}
9.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015
0.0
0.005

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

P
-

Ratio

J.-G:
1
:
0.9F

bk

08!

520
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

e R R

0.2f-|]

) e

0.4:— ------ #ﬁ*

i q#{;ﬂ;;mﬂi I

T
»

———
—

H

track

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

Hﬂ"fﬁﬁﬂuﬁ"

10 20 30
ref. point z (cm)

0.1

09_ _____ ’+

050 =510 5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


