[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.2

2
2018
®©
50.16
X
£0.14
0.12

0.1k

0.08

0.06F|-]---- 14}

0.04

0.02k

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

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

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

Fake rate vs

~ 0.2

DQM_TT__original

g
30.18

©
50.16

X
£0.14
0.12
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

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

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

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

=20

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

Ratio

0-8 6 4-20 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

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

=60 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
E)
@
®
0
g
2
D

0

0.001

Ratio

0.95

Qf——

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

~ 0.0]
[
.009
B.008
o
3.007
a
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

Ratio

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

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

0.95

0

939

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.0

u>c_>.009
5.008
9.007
o
©.006
o
$.005
B.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

QfF——

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

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

0.95

0.9,

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0



	Contents
	Page 1


