[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.4

0.2

o I D

T T T 7
L]

TR

e

bt

0.95!
1072

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0

3
0
0
0
0

0.002F -+ 44444 -

Ratio

icategyatevs

009
008
.007
.006
.005
.004
.003
.002

=2 1
FRVS) y
Ead - -+
ur o o e o 2
+
| &
H H

0.95

1072

1071

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrll)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

[ """""" """ oo ' """"""
0.8mwa; R RRRRR el fonnnnnnnnes
0.6 """ S AL RRRREE SRRILEEE

0.4f=--wm-mes Faeeeeeee

0.2 ----- f-.-+-+--§

F HE Y
L *
L. W N N N
L : +:
L . EdlB .
1Mm++++ I 8
I . - .
; H

0.95
10

2 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

—=— DQM_original_1000evt
—— DQM_fitted4_1000evt

1

=

20 -10 0 10 20 30

0.95

-

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

vs Sim

fakerate

Ratio

o
N

o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15)

0.

0.05

2035+

il

1.

e

Sim. PV z (cm)

~n0.02 . . : : .
n E : : : : :
Q.018_— ------ boeeeees Lo S i
B.016f -+ .

? N
9.014F -
Q E :
@.012_— ------
= o :
0.01------
0.008F------

1.0 ]y ' ......!....
et IR
: ?NN '000‘- N.

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

n 0.01
>
.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
9004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001]

Ratio

S L ++ """"

1.0

o
©
O

=
o

B
TTTT T

T 4 +4+ T+ T

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

o.6f i
0.5F--
0.4F--- i
0.3 fooos
0.2+

1 PUSUN  SOU SS T

e
T

0.95

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

S S S St S SR S

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


