[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

| e ' """"" -

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

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o

)]
L

+

o
N
!
——

l =4,
i -":~:"""’+
oo goTEETE
0.2 AT

1072 10

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008]
.007
.006
.005
0.004

o duplicaiessate-ys

0.003f

1
3
O S T U S A S

el R

R
$
L4

1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

o EEEEEEECEERE SEEEEEEEEEEESEEEEERER
> . H . N

2 2, : : :

o roo+e : :

o 0.8_ """" :‘-.‘;I';'. """ AR
=1 L HRe oS :

) . i

= r P 2

o L hatiee 0% 1

0.6f-+-+eo+- e e ]
? ? H
] R — T— e +

) USRS RSN SO O O

1.052— ---------- ------------ -------- ++ -----------

Ratio

—=— DOQM_mkFit_XiMinusPU_retrain2-lowpt
Fake rate vs y —— DQM_mKkFit_XiMinusPUold-lowpt

0.8

fakerate vs z

Ratio

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15

Ratio

0920 —t5=i0 =505 1o 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%

.009
.008]

Sdatey’s

auglicate

0.004
0.003
0.002

007f--t -+
006}
0.005f

TTTT TTIT T TT[TTTL}

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0

> :
30.009F- 1+

%.oos‘—- 5

%.007
@
©.006
7]
9.005
(&)
£.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

[ Teweemanec 0 C0 g
08 6 4-2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

U R S S 1 A

06?#‘}#*,”

SR R A RN e

pileup rate vs z

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

Ratio

0.

©
5]
=1
———
"
sogaoa
—— .
f—— o
—_— [
sy
(= - I
- L
e [
EH [
+,
=
—_——
P

0."30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

S T T SR S S S

0.8

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

R

Ratio

i + _____ all
15 ]l ++ +++ F m 5

%50 -15 -10 -5 O 510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.95°




	Contents
	Page 1


