[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

o F
> o H H .
Q et S ] .
© 0.7 : : :
] F : : :
06 P e i
0.5F e Froceeenens o &, SERCIERES
S SECSTIts S B
(0 e RRLLLILEERE-EERE RELD |
0.2 === ¥
E -,
It et |

|

o 1.0
=
5] +4 ;
@ ) +F F

+. .

WA+ I ---- e
+

rd HE+

0.95C . .
1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (crr]D

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

= 0.05
4
2.045
©
~0.04
8
9.035
50,03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

10
1.2ff -

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| oEEEEREEEEE [EEEEEEEEEEE 5 L EEEEEEEEEEE

0.8 s et

.

0.4fseeenees FERTPRREE e i

pileup rate vs r
{
%

7 SRR SRR RN A

Ratio

!

1*##+#*+H++ﬂﬂ+ﬁ+. -----------

+

0.95-
1072 0‘1 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

DOM_CRFFIT_T000evt
DOQM”CKFREFit_1000evt
Fakeratevsy __, _ DQM_MkFitREFT_1000evt

I=------ T T T AR LA

fakerate vs z

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

09557215 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

duplicates rate vs z

0.6

0.4

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

Ratio

3520 -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
20.045
£
‘U—-,O.O4
$.035
o
©0.03
)
£.025
o
£0.02
=)
9.015
0.01
0.005

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

T T T T T [ T OO L O L T T TP

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6 {1

0441

02f bbb

098550 10 6 10— 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

1-"":' """ T

0.8

0.6~

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

7 NS RS SN R VN SO

Ratio

H
¥
—Hr
%

=

095545716 —'5 0 é 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


