[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.5 r r r ~ 05
: : : @
90.45
@
o 0.4
>
20.35F
o
: 0.3F
------ 0.25F
----- 0.2

VA TN S M I

1_---- . . 2]

Lt : : 2045
IS S SURE SR S 04
i + %0.35
i ; : : 0.3
I § § : 0.25
.......... 0.2
I ? ? ? 0.15

es

fakerate vs
o
[ee]
T
-
e
—_—

o
o)
[

duplic

I
IS
[

0.2Femeen- B e 0-1_4{_ 0.1
I : : : 0.05;;---+ ----------------------------------------- 0.05F
1 1 I E ] 1 =

F
[
¢ - .D
—
Ratio

Ratio
s
Ratio
-
(%))
T

H
I
'
i

1072 10

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0
—=— DQM_CKF_QCDHighPt_base
Fake rate vs y —— DQM_mkFit_QCDHighPt_base

e — — ~ 0.1 : : : : : !
B ST S 2 T COR 2
@ T TEEL g 0-09
I 3 : : : : : o
o e AL S SRS R 008
s F i i g
= L : : : : : © 0.07

L . . . . . [}

(1) SEEEERE SPPPPN R CRPPPRRS. freenennd P 20.06

- H H H H H [o}

F : : : : : 0.05

1J7] SRR S TR e IR oo 0.04

I 0.03

02w ebereee b e e 0.02

i 5 5 5 : 0.01
S U DURUE TR U DURE T o o
= r H H H H H = 1E
S L e, : s ¥
o l_W’“".. ............ ® oof

5 4 : 0.8F 3

09*30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 OBy =50 -1 ' [ T, ' 1020 30

track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. simPVz | [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z | [ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
| e e e S ~ 0.7 . . 5 5 T T T N 0.2

[ 2 : : iee e > N E
[ s, 20.09 2 0.18f
T R R A £ £

0.8 --rrrermrr s e 70.08 50.16

T S S S £0.07
. . . . . . . 9
A A R SR ©0.06
Do 9
SR 5005
0.4F---5----- [ DR R R 350.04
. . . . . . . =]
S0.03
7 SIS RS SN SO SO 002
S 001

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

+’+‘+‘+-o.._,,:0-."--,-o+ +

| ERRRN RPR R L D + ----- 0.8p
R L osf

09t E i et 1o 15 20 20 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 R T 5 10 1520

Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

0.9f

o8-




	Contents
	Page 1


