[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

- [ et i

fakerate vs r
o

(0]

T

%o

)

¥ U

S
——

O Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

I ISR S S

Ratio

j I+I ! .
3
b
[}
i

._‘
4

0.95 . E E
1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (crrll)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0

009
008
007
@ 006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001E
L0

licatesyatevs

Ratio

LA {F

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8,

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5F

0.4

0.3
0.2F -
0.1
r\: Ll Ll TR | TR
o +F : : :
3 B ; :
v :"'-0- : H
1__"+_'+ """ + [T
ot
0.955 ; i i

—=— DQM_legacy_noSel
Fakeratevs Y\ —— DQM_legacy_fit_noSel

fakerate vs z

St SR S LT SRS

fa) EFEFEETES EFETETETE BN AT AT R A BT E S R

Ratio

=
T

095 o 102030

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z
0.8,

0.7

0.6

H f it i s :"‘I'. -4'
e o_.._“..o..od .

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.3
0.2

0.

[y

L R RN RN R IR LR R

Ratio

e
|||||||||

90 -15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01 T T T T H
n N N N N N
L S AR RS AR AR

B Q0B+ vieee e
4 E : : : : :
-Jo/0y SRR SORRE SO SRR PR R
Qo E : : : : :
L e S A
S E H : : : :
s A A AR
0004w
T e

e i SIS I S
0.00%

Ratio

30THoTTi0 60 102030
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.0

>
.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
9004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001]
10

R,

LIPS Nl e WA,

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

Ratio

pileup rate vs z

Y RSO JRR B

04w

(Y NN SRS SRS SR M

Ratio

T
4
.

&

i ) '
L : s :
0.2+ S CA peee i
Al ..|....|....|. [

0920 =10 0
trac

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

10 20 30
k ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.1

D

Ratio
SEEEVEL
+
13
3
_i

e
T

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


