[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

- 02
Q
2018
©
$0.16F
@
£0.14

7, SRR SUOTTR - 3% SRR S
0.1'_ .......... +

Ratio

~ 0.1
¢
90.09
I
50.08
¥4
$£0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0
C-I 111

Ratio

0.08f------ +
0.06f--------m-ene

0.04F .,’.'H'++ -
0.02:’#.‘.'.'....5 ..... *“..

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

15f

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

10
1.2

Ratio

- .
T ST P SRR
oo ...................... .- ...........
10

1072

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

| SEEEEREEEEE vt et s
08_"*=,,ﬂ’# ...........
r R :
0.6+ S ARSRTPEERTRS: e
0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7, RURRS RSR R S

—— DQMstep3_TT_CKF

—— DQMstep3_TT_CKF-tok

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~0.05
> : : : : :
A S AR SIS SR
£ SRR TV U N
ey T A A A
1YV R I NS SO S S
2 : : : : :
R R IRtk SUEE L S
Q : : : : :
D025 oo
0.02

#ﬁwﬂﬂ

Ratio

0.0]]
T T W S

»—~
o

G

!

—

—— [

—t— [

e e

R o ro

:—{-‘ T

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

0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

~0.05
[
D.045
£0.04
)
2.035
e
50.03
T
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
1.0

Ratio

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

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

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

0.95L

®0 =20

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

i ______ Tl

22 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0983529

O R Nt i
LT R T e s S
s S NS R S

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

S T T SR S S S

o . h ."‘!-.0'-.-'-!-- u'u

A A

B0 -i5-10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


