[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
— 0.0

.009
.008

e D A S D s

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

1Y A e e

fakerate vs r
pileup rate vs r

o
o]
il
—
licatesyatevs

+ : :
L 4 00y R R R R L ELRLRRD **f'**** : :
. : : : ‘ ! L Y, :
U prraranees e oot -% 006 O porareee g froeeseees
| : : B 0.005K- | : *a :
. . - | oy
o - -

,,
#

R S ot 0.004 ) R m— S o~

*. 0.003

02§—+m*#¢" """""" 0.00Z%: 02:—‘ ------ +
ot H R e

0.95L ; ; ; ; ] ; 0.95
1072 10 1072 10 1 10. 0? 1072 10‘1
track ref. point r (cm

1 10 0? 1
track ref. point r (crr]D track ref. pomt r (cml)

DOM_original_orl malvector 1000Uev
DOMfit_cpeOK_SORTRZ2 TESTOUTLIERS 1000evt
[Fakeratevs{ . DOM fit_cpeOK_SORTRZ2 TESTOUTLIER6 1000evt

~0.02

0

o

o
o
T

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

Y
: D : :

o
fe))

fakerate vs z

R T

e el N
LT YT, SRS RS SN MO S e OSG It

Y S S SONS S| S 7 SRS SN S SN LA LA

a2
o
=
[
pileup rate vs z
T
-
-

o
U1
o1

o©
N

03 0.008f - O R SRS SN SERIE IS
0.008F gt EH {5 E : : : :

0.2 0.2~ preenees PR et AL AL
0.004 X J- E . . . . .

T e

P Pl R | EPEL L e M L P ETRE ST AT S AR AT BT
BRI i .

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

Ratio

L.

Fake rate vs. sim PV z [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z | [ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

NOSGp——r— ~ 0.0 0.8
. . . . . . . >
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
Breeer e 0.002
e e 0004

"""""""""""""""""""""" 0.7

0.6
0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

-9 J..G_I 111 I-‘PI + ‘9 J“ls-

IS [ + = [

F . o+ . : . L

(S S 1 1y o I O 0 1 ) [ ER ad [

s ; ; ; ] : 1

F . ; . . . : . B S 2 2 - NI I P O ) O [
0.95 : AR A LA A £ : : : j : 0.05L

®0 -15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20 10 5 0 5 10 15 20 i 10 —'5 0 é 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


