[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

- 02
2
20.18
S0.16
X
£0.14
0.12
0.1

0.08F

0.06
0.04
0.02

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

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

.
T T

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

..%.;

| R Raiuie CTTTTTTTTTrAT e

P TR O S A WO
0.6[--------- Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e
0.4f--eemees Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

ISR SRR SRR S

0.95
1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

Fake rate vs

~ 0.01

M~ pixel CPETemp

—— D

DQM_original_ste A_E
DéM mkFit_ste Pt 5)
ate_step2 ptlto20 etalp6to2p0

TIT020_etalp6loZpo
t020_etalp6to2

[2]
.009
§.008
X
$.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~0.01
>
©.009
5008
$.007
o
9.006
(0]

$.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

1.0

Ratio

0.95E

5-4-3-2-10 1 2 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

ERTanS

0.2F-- e b

0.95!

A S S Sk AR S

10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

04l * ------ e

30

SR S R SR A A S

U SRS S S O S
[ I....i....I....I....i....l....

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

~ 0.0

[
.009
B.008
o
3.007
a
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

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

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

Ratio

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

=10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.01
u>c_>.009
5.008
9.007
o
©.006
o
$.005
B.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


