[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

_

Ratio

0.1
g

o 0.09
IS

©0.08
X

<

*0.07
0.06]
0.05
0.04
0.03}
0.02F
0.

1.

0.

01'_..+ ......

Vs

._‘
i
>
A
¥
+-

+ -+
1

95
1072

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
007

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o
o
()]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.007

Ratio

o5

0 L H
1072 107

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrl])0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

[ """" "" """"""

o
fos)
!
"

o
fe))
[

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

Fake rate vs

~0.05
2]
.045
e
50.04
X
$8.035
0.03
0.025
0.02)
0.015
0.0
0.005 73 =wxxx+-

Ratio

DOM
DQM
DOM

—griginal_ori
—fit_cpeOK_:

malvector 1000ev
ORTRZ2 TESTOUTLIER5 1000evt
—fit_cpeOK_SORTRZ2_TESTOUTLIER6_1000evt

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

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

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

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

LI----e- Freeeees -

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

10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~0.05
>
©.045
£
'(7)0.04
$.035
i
©0.03
(0]
$.025
0.02
0.015
0.
0.005

Ratio

01

8 6 -4

20 2

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0]
2]
9.009
B.008
%)

9.007
O
3.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

100

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

q_...

Ratio

ok

S Ss St Se

%0 =40 20 0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N 0.5
>
80.45
0.4
20.35
0.3
20.25

£
7]

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


