[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vsr

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

Ratio

J..G: S I““:
1.2%—-.. ------
U R

5 !

1072

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

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

Ratio

0

14l

12

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.8L

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" """ i

0.6+ Foeeeees
R Froeeeenens boees

0.2k oo

4:*3}:;
by
{

I SRS — -1 T ...........
1

Fake rate vs

D

—— D

11 orlglnal

M_TT_ mod_modelsdeep_truthfinal_reg_modelTEST-24

o

M~TT_—mod~modelsdeep_cumulativetest

fakerate vs z

oaf L

0.2F- |

J“C-Illlillll

e s RRRREEEE ARRRERL SRR

R S T

R Rt ot s

Ratio

g
CI| SRR te

et
o9k

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

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

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-.0.45
€
o 04

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15F -
0.1
0.05

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.2
2
2018
£0.16
3
£0.14
=
50.12
0.1
0.08F -+
0.06fF--+---+-1-
0.04F
0.02F

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

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

——— . |

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
20.045
£
50.04
%.035
o
©0.03
[}
9.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015 ;
0.0 -4
0.005

J“G-I 111
1.2H

Ratio

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

115

<+

05 0 & 1015 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.05%

L R e S S

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

1

R

0.95°

'7

_;;H

ZO 15 -10 -5

15 20
Slm. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


