[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.95

ry
run

g
+
T
T
i
.

0.9

1072

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%
.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

Ratio

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8~

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

Ratio

Fake rate vs

N
%]
>
[
=

©
=
Q

E4
£0.07

0.04

DONM 11
DéM_TT_mkFit-D

—— D

M_mod-127

MREMT-DQM_originai-o
éM:mod_u pdatedmod-127

M TT _mKFit-D

0.1
0.09
0.08

0.06
0.05

0.03
0.02
0.0

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

N
>
o
E
n

0

2
e

.

3]

X
]
“—

0.1
0.09
0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.0%

TH—

6 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01p
o F
D.009
$.008
.007
.006,
fe]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

uglicates

q

Ratio

o0

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

QF

Ratio

0.5

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

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

30

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

N 0.2
20.18F

Ratio
=
s

6420 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


