[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

fakerate vs r
o o
() [ee]

I
IS

o
N

Ratio

1 10 2
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

o duplicaiessate-ys

. |

oftLL
15 1=k

Ratio

F--H-F-HE:1

1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES e P - -

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. g

7, RURR RRSRE ARR T A

e

Ratio
a1

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

—— D

DQM_MKET_T TharPU50_extractedGeoms_rescaleError100
éM mKkFit_TTharPU50 extractedGeoms_rescaleError100 pTCutOverlapOp0

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

il i

200 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
D-.O.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

o
N

0.25f

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

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

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

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

Ratio

0 15 20

éim. PV z (cm)

M~mkFit_TTharPU50 extractedGeoms_rescaleError100_pTCutOverlapOp0_dynamicChi2CutOverlap

~ 0.05

230 ' 0

‘10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.7
>
10.09
S El:
= 0.08F-
20.07
o
©0.06
3
20.05
o
350.04
=)
©0.03
0.02
0.01

4.0: + ; :
1.5

Ratio

fh

u

ob il i G
=10-8 6 4 -2 0 2

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

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

i

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

SRR S S S S

0.8 : : :
'

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

04

7S HRRR SRRS SRS SR R S

Ratio

-

q B
:—i'—'i—
= [
f

+ [
45 ¢
S L

:

®o 50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


