[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

0.8

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

10

1.1F

1k

1072

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.

b4
20.09
©
=0.08
4
©0.07
g
20.06
o
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0 SR ] Tl

1.2

Ratio

B T e O 1]
JH‘F{. """""""""" 1T

o

0.8k

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

D

Fake rate vs

UéIVI TT original

—— D

M_TT_ mod_modelsdeep_truthfinal_reg_modelTEST-24
M~TT_—mod~modelsdeep_something3

0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

o -

oo BT
F ‘. r

r . o

Ratio

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
’370.45
€
o 04

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15F+-+-

0.1
0.05

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

1Q

Ratio

1

1.1F

Wi ———

-20-15-10 5 0 &

el
10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.1
2
20.09
£0.08
3
£0.07
=
50.06
fe]
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0

RRARIRRRANRARES LARRY RRAR:
——

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

v
: Bt 1 g

'_'iwﬁtﬂﬁf*_ _____ il

et

0 -10 0 10 20 30
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

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

e 1L

Ratio

A,

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

pileup rate vs z
o
0

Eﬂ

0535

Z10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1

0%0-15-10 5 0 5

SN

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


