[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

0.2y

Ratio

ey
+
H

0.95 : : :
1072 107

rack ref. pomt r (crr]D

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
009
008
007
_% 006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

licatesyatevs

0.001

Ratio

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
g
$.045
IS
2.0.04
>
3.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005

1.0

ey

t
D
DQM”original—1
—— D

Fake rate vs

V_original_ OI'I

inalvector_100Uevt
Oevt
M fltted4 T000evt

fakerate vs z
—

0.4

Jjes == w5 seusmae - - oo oo - -sssssssessesees -4

IRy

Ratio

095 0 =10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.8r T T T
z E : P
- 0.7 : A
£ E : IR E
7} E : i
«» 0.6 ; ol
> o : NEE
£ 0.5F : o
E E : P
< 0.4F : feeee
0.3 : e
02:_ .-... ........ P -.u_ .....
O ] Frerdeeedeecte
:|||| ' FEE ; ' EETH FETE AN N RETE P
o W . T T
= [ : :
4 L :
- :
T B A R i

8 6 -4 2 0

8 10

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

QF

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

Ratio

0.5

QF

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 20 0

e

=20 -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileu

p rate vs.sim PV z |

~0.05
>
80.045
£
‘{7)0.04
9.035
[¢]

[




	Contents
	Page 1


