[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8

fakerate vs r

0.4
0.3
0.2F

0.1z

%) RS S
e SR :

0.5y Feeeeees :

Ratio
§
.

1071

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
3.007
%.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

icategyatevs

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

w e RREEE + .
2 L : :
9 b H H
@ N : :
2 0.8 5'";* """""""""" FRR
2 L = g
o L -
0.6+ oo hee e
[ -
0.4+ egg e
0,20+ +eer et

Ratio

Fake rate vs

—=— DQM_test_CKFFitDefault
—— DQM_test_doubleFit

fakerate vs z

AR R

Ratio

=
T

I

) RIS LS ET R AVET A R A BT A R

uu#ummm#ﬂﬂﬁ

0 10 20 30

0.95!

30 —20 =10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

vs Sim
o
iy

£0.35

o
w

fakerate

0.25
0.2
0.15)
0.1
0.05

1.

Ratio

=
T

09557215 -10 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0 5

T

10 0

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

1.0

Ratio

H
[
¥
T

0.95,

NF

L R
0.2 b

N e Y
» : : : :
> : : : :
() . . .
iCt : : :
© : : :
= 0.8F------qf------ I b e
o HR :
3 P T
2 ;o .
Q H °:
.............. -'"""""""'-"""' ceemaaa
r ‘ A
L o h
- ' : L]
0.4F------ . P ) .
L ot "

Ratio

e
T

—ill-

095 =20 -10

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

o

o
2}
[

S S S St S SR S

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0 -15 .10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


