[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

| e . e

0.8f- oo e SR

P B B
S W T 1
o #iﬁ#

Ratio
—

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

1071

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006]
.005]

duplicajessatevs

0

0.
0.
0.
0.001

Ratio

004
003]
002

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

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

s

0.95

1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" """"" "": """"""

[
"

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

0.8

BT

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens TR LAY TR

pileup rate vs r
L)
L]

T

02f oo

Ratio

v

i &

F

= L

e L

—— [

—_—— o
=T

—_—

T [
— [
—

4+
L]

-+

Fake rate vs

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original-0
—— DOQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated-0

0.81t - f+

fakerate vs z

0.4

0.2H

T
2 0
[ ———————

J“C-Illlil

i T HRRRERE AR :

0.6[H |- {54+ RRRRRRS CRRPPRRE ORRRPRES: s

vof b
I SO L

Ratio

1 - - oo -fee-1- - - | 2]

0.9

=30

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

2

T F

o 1.05F
i+

-+

0¥ =15 —10

2

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
.009
.008
.007
.006]
.
0.
0.
0.
0.001

%]

?
g

uglicates

Ratio

005
004
003
002

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

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

favs)

0.95!

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
.009
.008
.007
.006
.005
.004
.003]
.002
0.001

>
0
E)
@
®
0
g
2
D

0

I 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

........

pileup rate vs z

0.6

T T T T

>«

oafit] -

0.2fH- 11

Ratio
=
T

160 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N S S S S T
o [ : : : :

£ oo H ot
B 08 TG
.

&

g

P NS R O N O T
s b SR ||
g ot H\++++++++++++++H*
osstr gl

5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


