[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

©
©
[

fakerate vs r

o
o)
[

I
IS

I :

: 2

: o

. o

e T D
: Q

@

134 55
........................ D

(=]

0.

s

D
T TR T [ T T T T Tt

0.5

Ratio

1072

1071

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

— 0.0
.009
.008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
: : : 0.003
I I ----------- 0.002

001

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

+
- <+
0.2F--------x-- O LR E P P

Q

19

Ratio

1.2

1.

1

Fake rate vs

—=— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrain-lowpt
—— DQM_mKkFit_TTold-lowpt

| SRR

fakerate vs z

0.8 -+xeier
0.6}k
0.4

0.2

g
g

uglicates

%.
0.
0.
0.

~ 0.0%
0

.009
.008
.007
.006]

005
004
003
002

10Q
1

Ratio

0.8F

0.6f =HiH : :
-30 -0 1 2 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

N A
> 1_ : .

a [ 5

E _F i :

(IR i A e ERRR R
n Foso :

> L

Q L : : : : : : : : .
© . : : . . : . . .
50'6_'": """ B R I FE
3 P

0.4

0.2

1Q

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.001
q

Ratio

I USROS RO SOSUIN SO

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.01

>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002

0.001 : : : ! !
q...i...i...i...i...i...

Ratio

0.5

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

%0

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~n 0.2
> o .
3 0.18F-- -

i+

254



	Contents
	Page 1


