[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vs r

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

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

Ratio

|+
-+ v
<+ HEd

L 5

0.95

1072

Fake rate vs

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

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

auplicajessatevs

o

0
0
0

Ratio

.004
.003
002}
0.001¢

o
o
(4]

0

0.9

E 4+ H
o +1 - .
o '+ H
i B B 4 R R T P TP TP
- -1 e e e
S N i
o 4l . .
o Sl I H H
F # : : :
-+ . . .
o) BEE £ EEEEETE LR ] R
b . . .
£ 3 T A e
L ul | |
1 L R
P g
LL+ TR

0.8
1072

1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

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

0.8f--weeee

beaffl

pileup rate vs r

0.6+ Feeeed -

O Beeeeens s

0.2+ b

Ratio

—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global _mkFit_100stable
—— DQM_V0001_R000000001__Global _mkFit_CAND100stable

1

fakerate vs z

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=10 0

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

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

[0-8 =6

~ 0.0
0

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

g
g

uglicates

o
0
0
0

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

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

0
track

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.02r
.018F
.016
.014
.012

>
%
%
2
B

10 20 30
ref. point z (cm)

4
£ 0.01

2
%
0
0

Ratio

.008
.006
.004
.002
OF

il

0.9

o

2 0 2 4 6 810

Sim. PV z (cm)

S R A BA S S

pileup rate vs z

e S S e o
7 SR R A RO 2 W A

7 AU VRS SRS SR N S

Ratio
N
rrry
‘ C
et - - PR
=}
== [
——

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

S S S A T S I S
0.8

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

P08 6420 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


