[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

e R

fakerate vs r

0.8 ERRRREE

0.6+ Feeee

O -

- .......... by

Ratio

0.95!
1072

= F

1 2
ack ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

= 0.05
4
2.045
©
~0.04
8
9.035
50,03
0.025
0.02

0.015
0.0%
0.005

p
E

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

1.0

Ratio

HFFHTE 4T - -

0.95|

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

0.9 :
1072 1071

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

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

e TR

0.8 " wai e

pileup rate vs r
3:1
¥

0.4fseeenees Beeeeens

0'2—----------5 ---------

[

Ratio

+
i

_original_ori (l)nglvector 1000ev

1
TRZ2_TESTOUTLIERS_1000evt

fit_cpeOK_SORTRZ2_TESTOUTLIER6_1000evt

DOM]
Fake rate vs DOM™ It_CpegK
o e A CTase
> : : : :
Q r : : : :
© - : : : :
o 0.8 F11 e AR SRR A8 AR
v . . . .
£ : : : :
e e i
P LTS S S 11 1
0.2+ R /(| R
: i
L +++«-'-"""h"""" : N
A IR I T I 1
o : - :
T : : ] :
o i : I :
| SRR 3 R "H{{H{{*} e
0% 0 10 20 30

0 20 -10

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~0.05
2]
D.045
€0.04
%)
9.035
8
50.03
e}
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

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

......

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

......

1.0

Ratio

B
T T

ST

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0%
>
.009
5.008
2.007
o
B.006
[}
$.005

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

pileup rate vs z

0.8 11t

MAS RN |1
ML TR
AL
n: | | | .?. 1

Ratio

0.95}

0 -20 -10

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

. R

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

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

(&)
2.004]
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

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

L QA

B
T

N T N

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


