[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

fakerate vs r

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

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

Fake rate vs

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

—=— DQM_mkFit_TToriginal

—— DQM_mkFit_TTNEWnoMS-genMatch-CUT

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4f--

L L

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

=

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
o 04F
0

0.3

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

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

Ratio

1

.........

20-15-10 5 0 &

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.2

4 o
80'18:_

€0.16f
)

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

Ratio

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.7
>
10.09
£
=0.08
20.07
o
©0.06
3
20.05
o
350.04
=)
©0.03
0.02
0.01

[P T[T T[T [ TTT [ TT T [ T T T[T et

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

Ik
R 44

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

0

Ratio

1.2f--

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.4

0.2

0.95

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.95

SRV R Y
L et i
} lusmnil

B

0.9°

0 =15 =10 =5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


