[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

1— ----------------------- 1 e e
r O 1T

0.8f e SRR
[ FARAE

0.6 HEEFF A
L 3 434 + [

0.4 o
- [+ 1

0.2F--{+ - :

o.8f :

06f TR

,_\
<

2 16—1

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

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

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7F {4} R R G
0.6 |- S
0.5F-4]{------ | -+14 ..........
0.4F--|4------ -4 i... ..........
o3 {1t WL
dl1 1
0.2 -4 .:H.g « ..........
0.2+ -friermeeee ik | ERRRRRREEE
C: il
] SERPTPRP :
AR AR :

a3

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8+t
0.6} -k
e

A N

DQM_oTi
DéM:tes Mk __initialStepReso.
—— DOQM"testMKFitExportFit_initialStepReso

IR

20 =10 0

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

0.5

30

S

Ot

i

------ Il

20 15
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

~ 0.0

%]

D.009
% 008
.007
.006
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

q

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

QF

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8f-+-eeteees

0.6]-----evkeeee

0

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8f-

0.6F-

1 [

0.4f-nek-

0o i

0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


