[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

J[ =" T T T -

fakerate vs z

Ratio

I=----ee--- [ EEEEEEEEEE- N W

o
o]
!
——
. S
P

ST .

e

S SO S S S —
e
b1 O ++++— -----------
B 4 L -
0.8 : :

0.95F -----

102

0.8:—------1
0.6:— ------
0.4:— ------ ........ L
02 . ........ ........

¢G:

il

1071

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

= 0.02r
ek
$.018F
g f
.016
Q o
®.014F
o

012
(=]
0.01

0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002

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

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

Ratio

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.6

0.8

0.4

0.2

) I———
1.1F

1

2

—=— DQM_mkFit_TTbase

—— DQM_mkFit_TTtest125xNEW

T wgt*ﬁw“

-20 -10
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z [

Ratio

0.8f

X S 0 T S

EE’N.%W*“ """

0.95E

0.9

%0 -15 -10 5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.2r
4 o
80'18'

€0.16
)

Ratio

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

f+

=6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.05

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

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

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

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

i

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.6

0.8

0.4
0.2

«QF

1.1F

£

-y

0.9°

0 =15 =10 5 0 5

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


