[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

(Y IR e SR
0.6+ Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e
0.4f-weeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR RO R S

Ratio

0.95C

0—2

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (crrjt)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~0.02

018F
016f
.014F
_@ 012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F

licatesyatevs

0.002f ===+ Freeeeeeend e g
F i i .

1.0

Ratio

o

——
.l
—— E
+ E
3
e
+

1}+‘L++++++ i) +H+++

95
1072 10

02
track ref. point r (crrlt)

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
g
$.045
IS
2.0.04
>
3.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015

0.0TF++++-eo+- FRRTPRREE e e
0.005F ===+ Freeeeeeend e g

1.0

Ratio

0.95C

1

. S
_.p_
——
——

1072

-1 2
0 track ref. point r (cml)0

_original_ori

Fake rate vs

DOM
DQM—fit_cpeOK_
DOM

malvector TOOUEV,
RTRZ

TESTOUTLIERS 1000evt

4

0.4

0.2

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.95%

30 =20

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

1

o
fos)

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
o
o

o©
P

0.2

09557215 .10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

—fit_cpeOK_SORTRZ2_TESTOUTLIER6_1000evt

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

J.UG

Ratio

Hy "'i_.__'_'__'_'__ﬁ_f_'_f_'__'_i' m
0'9—j ’_ZOHH}%E)HMHH@M{L@ 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=3

—

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~n0.02[

> o
f.018F
S.016f
$.014F
g F
9.012
g r
30'01_ : : : : : :
(&) L . . . . . . .
D008yt
> = . . . . . . .
B s S S
0.004F++cberesboe s
e T e e

Mo i

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

e

i

!Hﬁﬂﬁwttm """ MWIH”

0.95°

30 20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
80.045
£
‘{7)0.04
9.035
[¢]

©0.03

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

[ ;+'+-+-+- i

0.95%

0 -15

-10 5 0 10 15 20
Slm. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


