[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
o)
[

I
IS
!

| """""" "" """

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

S R D s

pileup rate vs r
o
[ee]

o
)

IS
IS

Fake rate vs

N 0.5

UéIVI CRE_TIDarFru

—— D

M_mKkFit_TTbharPU-noDNN3
M~mkFit_TTbarPU-clonerfix3

g0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25

fakerate

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

> :
T R RRREs SECIEEE SILERLE: IRRLRE freeeee
| O S SO SUUUU SRRSO

] 0.45— """
20,35+ e-here b 3 SIIIEIEIEE

Q o . .
B 0.3F---eeeber ke

£ :
O S e RUTTLEE: REIREE freeeee
0.2F -+ erbreemeheee b
T S SRTTTS: IERTRTEITNS
((J6/=SREE 1 ERETRRRE. N [RRRRRts: RS e
0.05F - 1 gt - g oo

| .|

Ratio

1.5F

0.5F--- -+

20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]
$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

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

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

0.15
0.1
0.05]

1.2f

Ratio

08 =100 0 10 2030

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~n 05
>

2 0.45
0.4

©
© W
w o

0.25]

pileup rate vs Sim

I
N

0,155 e ieee
0.1
0.05

Ratio

0.95 ---E-—lr...i....
°8 6 810

.PVz(cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


