[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

o I EREELLLLLILIEELEE -
g :
& 5
o :
B 0.8 R
© .
= :
O] SRRRETIIIE R SRRREEIIRRE
O] P RS T S
5 5 ++ 4
O Feeeeeeee > P Sl T
. - .
paronet®”
et i
Ja PR | 1 m PR L
o +R - :
= : ;
: (T
1 ||||||||.|” 44
0.95

Fake rate vs

N 0.5

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

s
+

0.95

1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i ottt I

—=— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitNewOLD1000time__RECO
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global__mkFitOLD-checkDet_ RECO

g0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25

fakerate

0.2f
0.15F

0.1
0.05

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

o J..\Q | | N ; N | |
g i ] .
14 i
0.95L A i j Ii
=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
D-.O.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15k- 174

0.1
0.05

o 1
T
@
l.

0.95H

0 -5 0 5 0 15 20

éim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.05

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

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

0 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 :

S0.04F - -eheseenein b

=) .

L0 0k A S T
0.02F -+ sk enseesinnneesns e ofiee s P
0.0 - - -mmmmmm e

++ P ,,_,++‘+++
Nl P l 1 l

o ) -

T r :

o [ :

1-—- : B P
095 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

~

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

Y S R —

Vs | S

055l

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

S S S S S

®0 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


