[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

I"'Q_.'_‘ T

—
o

2
N

Fake rate vs

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

0.95
0.9

,,,,,,
o ——
.

s
| . ot s

1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

-~ 0.2
@ F
90.18,_
©
50.16
=} =
20.14F
Q' -
0.12
0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

ey

+ +|-1 |4+

<

101

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

= e manEIStﬁ-gj
—— bolM-H—mkE:

24/CMSS(¥V

'85’%e-moc‘ﬁ‘%’f‘

13 2 X_2023-06-05-1100/src/DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0

1_

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.21-

Y |

Ratio

0.95!

0 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

0.8

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2

1 e

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

Ratio

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

NOO;

.009
.008
.007
.006]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

du@llc@eS@tQ:ys

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

! A

710 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

ALY Sesas S Sasss s Sess AR LA L

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

Ratio

O o

1?; i ,, .......
0.": :
=10 10 .L5 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

~0.05
>
0.045
=
‘{,—)0.04
$.035
2
«so 03
@ 025
20,02
0.015
0.01
0.005

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


