[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

il

0.8

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

0.2~

Ratio
=
N

il

Fake rate vs

O—l

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2
D.045
©
=0.04
(O]
©.035
g
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

TR [T T [T [ I [T [T [T [T e

0.6k

1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

T P ST
NI j{

0.8f+---¥--
0.6+ Foeeeees bk
0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens boeeeeeedd TR

7, RURRS RSR R S

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

H
e
_’.;_

—:.h
é ?
= Feeees ______:
4 O
i

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original
—— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original_newwindows

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

Ratio

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~n 0.2
>
0.0.18

Ratio
-

0.92

0.8%

515 —10 =5 0%

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~n 0.5
2 0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05)

es rate

duplicat

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

Ratio

i

p—— v
er——

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
50.045
£
50.04
%.035
o
©0.03
[}
9.025
Q
£0.02
=}
9.015
0.0
0.005

[T O T T [ TT T [ TT T [ T TTT T T 1T

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.2

ot S o

7 SR A RN e

+‘Uf++ A H# m 1

6T0 2030
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

o
o
[

1 e

o
[ee]
I
——
b

0.9!

B0 -i5-10 5 0 5

Ll
i1

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


