[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

| e T e -

0.8f- oo e S LA

0.6 S P A

I S

T
i H+.

i S SO SR LA
S e eseneeans ey
1072 107

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~0.02

2 E : : :
®.018F--------- Foreneeeed e fresrneenes
< o : : :
D.OLB[ oo b feeeenenns
Q :
B.0LAF - eee e b D
e :
D012 | ooeebereeee e dreeeena
3 :

0.01
0.008|
0.006

o Qe
o o
S o
NS
T U

Ratio
T

o
2]
¥

1072 107

1 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

e D s

0.8+ ... SR e SRR

pileup rate vs r

0.6+ iy s

S

Ratio

—— DQM _TTbarTEST
—— DQM_mKFitTTbarTEST

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

S R SR AR AR

1.5

-y N
RS AR

L.CIIII!IIII!IIIIIIIIIIIIII!IIII
R

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

$eere

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

(o]

0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

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

auglices Fatey's z

LLAN AN RN R R R RER R RN LERRN RRRR
3
»

W T I

1R

=TT

Ratio

0.5

I

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

|
W
o

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~0.05
>
20.045
£
70.04
%$.035
g
©0.03
%]
$.025
o
20.02
=}
©.015
0.01
0.005

q

Ratio

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

0.8
o s

0.6 3% 3 TR e e deegey

pileup rate vs z
-
5
;:

0.5F---%t bt S DR

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.1
q

Ratio

o
Ul

!
-r’::
:
g
’c.

-20-15-10 =5 0 &5 1'0 1'5 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


