[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

il

©
©
|

o
)

I
IS

o
N
!
:

o

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

—-.-o-o-qn-v-+-o-o-o+-o-o-o-ow-m----

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

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

o duplicgiesdatesys

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

Ratio

o
o
o
(4]
T[T [ TTT I T T[T [T [TT T [TTT T TTTT[ T rrre

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.1

g
20.09
©
50.08
>3
20.07
o
0.06
0.05f--++=+- Preeeeee RERREERE e
0.04 : : :
Y S R S
0.02 ' :
0.0Lf-------- e b SRLEITEPREE

Ratio

—— DQM _TTbarTEST
DQM_CKF_TTbar

A

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Y |

0.95!

30

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1=

Tl

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0 -5 0 5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~0.05
>
20.045
S
7)0.04
$.035
2
©0.03
o
H.025
20.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

g

Ratio

s N S o

3210 I 2 345
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


