[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.2

e F
20.18 : :
S0.16f E ;
o : : E
=0.14¢ : : :
0.12F -+ befpeeeees  RITT SIEERRTRe
0.0 % & JGRRR RRLERIRER SRRILEEE
0-083----;--#-5" ------- S R
oottt
0.04f - +-=---+- Feeeeeeeeaes SRERLEERERE EARRERLLEREE
0.02F++--ermmstieeeeeend e
oF gl ol I
=Y { :
IE. I S S
0.95 i

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

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

0.8f -+

0.9} -+

0.7

1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

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

Ratio

-17' - -+
ST
0.95

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

Fake rate vs D

N 0.2
o E i i
QOB
m - . o . . .
L o I MY KA Sl
=< o : : : : :
£0.14F----- [ ShEbh e 1 SRR
VTSRS RS M s e
) SRS SN N S
T SR SRR A e
0.06fF--+---: ' : :
0.04F
0.02F
sl

Ratio

M_mKkFit_TTbharPU50 extractedGeoms_rescaleError100 pTCutOverlap0

DQM_MKET_T TharPU50_extractedGeoms_rescalerrorioo
éM:mkFlthbarPU50:extractedGeoms:rescaleErrorlOO:pTCutOverIapO

0
BO dynamicChi2CutOverlap

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

E

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

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

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

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

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]
$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

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

favs)

Ratio

0.95L

=30

=20 =10

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

Ve

=2

0 2 4
Sim. PV z (cm)

05

0.45]
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05]

N
0
>
2
@
o
o
=
Q
o

o) S

Ratio

0.95%

=6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

~ 05
>

2.0.45
0.4

©
© W
w o

0.25]

pileup rate vs Sim

©
= 01N

=~

6 8 10
.PVz(cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


