[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

©

©
!

s
.

fakerate vs r
4

o
o)
[

o
>
T
P
——

o
N
!
.

I=--eeeeees ottt F "‘ """""

J._I]I‘lr]l'%%%#é:ge% '?’ """"" ?’ """""

1072 107

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

I=----ee--- [ EEEEEE e

0.8 oo S T A

e : : :
0.6 - eee e + ------ . ERRTETRPRE RRRRPRPREE

) SRS S | [— S—

0.2f------+ S AR IR R R
- e : :

L -

J--Wn_ L |||||||! L ||||||! L |||||||! IR RTIT
L “111|:|| ...............
e

0.95L H i H

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

I=--------- [EREEETEEEE s SRR LR

0.8

oo g

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens  EECTRRLRY: TR

pileup rate vs r

LR B L
‘0
———

02 AN S

L e
LW 3 N

Ratio

0.95 L . H

—=— DQM_CKF_QCDHighPt_retrain

Fake rate vs \ —— DQM_mKkFit_QCDHighPt_retrain

fakerate vs z

ool H

| PorErereesees RRRREEEE R SERRRE

7 SRS S SS S SN

Ratio

unllll

Wl

s
T

|||”I]"lll]”l||

08350 -10

0

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

~ 0.2

0.95;

0 -15 =10 =50

Sim.

PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

e
R s B
S B e o

T R R S S

7, RS SRRSO SN SR S

o

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

0.95°

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

pileup rate vs z

SRR R A R S A

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

Ratio

o o

B30 20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

S T T SR S S S

N N - N N
0.8[F b Mo e e

e o o

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

R

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

Ratio

B0 =15 -10 =5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


