[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

T D N

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

1.0
b
1H - dhclloseae ha g FUREOTU .
o o 4+
. L1 [+
JR A A 1 ) AP SRR
0.95f4 1 LI
0.9t T |+

102 107 1 10 0
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

o duplicgiesdatesys

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

o
o
o
(4]
T[T [ TTT I T T[T [T [TT T [TTT T TTTT[ T rrre

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal

—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWnoMS-genMatch-CUT

0.8
0.7

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

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

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

0.2

0.1

sl
1:

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

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1 U

0.8

0.6

0.4

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]
$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

~ 0.01
)
.009
9.008
o
.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

Ratio

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

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

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
%0.009
%.008
9.007
3
©.006
o
2.005
9.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q...

Ratio

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

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

0.5

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


