[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

SR O

0.8f+-emeeeee TR

0.4f--wemees b

0.2k4
B

Y — SRR S A

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

duplicates rate vs r

0.4F

0.3

0.5F

Ratio

On

1072

Hﬂf iy ﬁ'

track ref. pomt r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i ottt CoTTTTTTeTRT

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

—_—

D

M”_mkFit_TT retrain-

DQM_MRFET5_T Tod-Tow
éM mkFlt—I'T_NEWdefauIt _specPLess3-lowpt

lowpt

| ST~
0.8F -t e
O)c| T S

R S S

0.2f b

o 930 =0 =10

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

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

I

1.05F

1

09¢

S R [

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 05

I
~
a

o
~

0.35

duplicates rate vs
o
w

0.25

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.5
3 0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15

duplicates rate vs Sim.

Ratio

0.9

=

Ou

S s [

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.15—"' +#.+¢‘*' """"" -------- Iw,a .......

0.9F

0.8

160 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


