[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

il

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

&

i
TTT

o
©
a1

I
o

,_\
<

2 10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

o

oyt L

= -
L % 4
02-_"‘“.;! ........ .....

I L SR SR

0.8 oo e S . A

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

i

0.8f--eeeee B

pileup rate vs r

0.6p-------- Foeeenes

ot A

0.2+ Do f

OL-UG L |||||||! L |||||! Ll L
5t 5 :
o [ : + ST
1__ ;_’-'0*4-4++ """ 4 :'4_ """" "‘:""'" """
= b : dlt
> ﬂ i !
0.95 ! ' '

1072 10

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

—=— DQM_CKF_TT_base
—— DQM_mKFit_TT_base

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

[+ T [ T T T [ T 17T

v

0.95!

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

0 =20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

B

BTGt

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8-

duplicates rate Vs Z

0.6

0.4

0.2

...,...,ﬂ._.,...
Ty,
?f‘i

NI o I T

Ratio
=)
T L
-

o
©
T

{+ ’+ ...»oo:%'o’o.

o
0
T

of
s

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

0.2

0.1

TV T T T AU AV
R e e S S —
g F i o
B e e
ossf My i
. ++5*+*++:+*~'.»"«:~ +*:++} :
ookt A G et T
=20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8+

pileup rate vs z

o.e?—----
0.4:—

0.2f

Ratio
}

0.9

—20

835

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5

0.4

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3
0.2

0.1

Ratio

095515 -10 -5

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


