[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

| [EEEEEEEEEEE e L SREEEEEEEED

©
©

fakerate vs r

I o
D )]

o
N

(o]

Ratio

) R - -1 PR

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

0 H
1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5
0.4F

0.3

0.2

0.1

qf

Ratio

DQM _CKF_TThar
DéM_mkF!—t TTbar
Fakeratevsy __, __ DQM_mkFit_TThar-newTr

1hee

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

(]

Ratio

0102030
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

s
R A e

s ot ot s

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2

(o]

2 B : : : e

§ F i e
e AR ERREL SRR
S S U R

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.

g N N N N N
PR TR S E A

S0,08F e e RPN TRTRE ARRTRS
3 E . . . : :
B0.07F b e e D
o r B B B B B

T e

. s....'f}féﬁfffﬁffiffffff}j....*..j .......

0.0TF-++heeee iy

Ratio

patira®® L Ceviesens,
-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.02¢

> r
20.018F
5.016f
%.014f
4] E
©.012
3

2 o0.01
(&)
£.008F
= -
9.006F
0.004F
0.002F

o]=

Ratio

0.5

Sim. PV z (cm)

S R B s

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

PUSSUSUUTUPUP R
S0 -15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


