[ Fake rate vs vertpos

= 0.2

2
20.18
g F
$0.16

v
© o
= 0.14F
0.12F
0.1

0.08fft-{-r Tk
0.06{H
0.04f
0.02f

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

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

OF

Ratio
=
N
|}

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

N
S

N
I

1 2
ack ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
007

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o
o
()]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.007

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

Ratio

S

0 L H
1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

I .
*#m

0.2

S D s

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

4+ [T+

_original_ori

Fake rate vs

0

DOM
DQM—fit_cpeOK_
DOM

malvector TOOU0eV
ORTRZ2

TESTOUTLIERS 1000evt

—fit_cpeOK_SORTRZ2_TESTOUTLIER6_1000evt

o

o©
3

0.6

fakerate vs z

0.5

0.3

0.2

o
i

0.4F

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

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

Ratio

______ M

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

>
B0.45F

o
N
[

£0.35F

fakerate vs Sim
o
‘1’

0.25
0.2
0.15¢
0.1

0.05E -

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

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

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

10 15 20
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

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

q...

0.5

ok

-60

20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

OB

O R Sl Sl

0.9%

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

I R T T HRRRERE R SRR

20 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


