[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

o
o)
[

0.4

| e "" """"""

©
©
!

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

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

0.2
O*-‘Q-I | | | | |
B ;
04 !
1».1» " -l .
%3y 20 -10 0 10 20 30

._\
T
:
!

4| . .
g T

-+ .
<+ T+

1071

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cn%)O

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

oo + -------- -----------
Y S : +H+++ ......... ...........

L | | |
1 ; 4
| B
=+ I
1T T peprs
1+ R T CEE TR
0.95

1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

| SEEEEEEEEES e e

o +® ;
3 : E
o F T 4 H
1| LTI Rt R R
0.95 H
1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cm

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbase

—— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrainOldFiles125 v2_prelimWP

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

s Si
w ©
iy

fakerate

o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

ol_w{\zuuuuluuuul ||||||||||i||||||||||||||

2 :

o
i HE i
0.95bei e LU ELEEL LR
-20 -15 -10 -5 O 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.4F--ffi -

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

T[T [T T [ TT T [T [ TT T [ TTT T T
—— :
: E=
n asas .................E... R SRR
—
[ _.__-_—-—
.

Y| S

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

[ 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

0.95!

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

-10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

10 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

0.95°

B0 =15 -10 5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


