[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

J..G:

1.2

| <+

SRS S A K N N 6 0 0
-+

b d +14 +1+

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

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

q

Ratio

0.5

F
1072

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

[Pileu

p rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" "" """"""

o Vs
2 |
5 [l
H o R LT T T PP
4 4.
0.95 L

1072

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

D

Fake rate vs

N
%]
>

fakerate

Ratio

0.5

UéIVI TT original

—— D

M_TT_ mod_modelsdeep_truthfinal_reg modelTEST-24
M~TT_—mod_modelsdeep_somethingbetter

0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

J.-G-I At

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

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

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

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

1.1F

0.9

ot

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

Ratio

l 1 l
lf_. i;;‘lF.‘.F‘. .................
0 5 0 5 10 15

20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
[

D.009
$.008
.007
.006,
fe]

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 |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

ate vs z

0.18F

Ratio

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

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

N 0.2
ﬂ>-_0.18

. = = 5 .
-+ . . L+
....... ——e

'

=6 -4 -2 0 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


