[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
— 0.5

0.45

fakerate vs
o
5

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio

0.95C .
1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (crrll)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
007

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o
o
()]

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

[ "‘ """" ' """"""
et s
0.8f------ '.0+ """" AR
0.6 Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e
e Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR SRR R S

Ratio

0.955

1072

101 1 1
0 track ref. S

—=— DQM_mkFitlnit_noSel
—— DQM_mkFitFitlnit_noSel

Fake rate vs

~ 0.7
4
20.09
]
50.08
X
£0.07
0.06}
0.05)
0.04]
0.03}
0.02]
0.01

fa| NI

B

S

=30 10

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

..........

1.

Ratio

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z
~ 0.7

>
20.09
£
£0.08
£0.07
o
$0.0§
e
©0.05E
0.04f -
0.03F-----

H++++++++m

5 10 s 10 15 20
Slm. PV z (cm)

0.95

~ 0.0
2]
9.009
B.008
%)

9.007
O
3.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

1.1F

Jc) T——
1.2F

710 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

n 0.01
>
.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
9004
=)
9.003
0.002

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

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

T o. -

0.9E

=20

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

15 -10 5 0 5

0.8~

pileup rate vs z

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

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

Ratio

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

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

1_

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


