[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 05

Q
50.45
0.4
0.35F
0.3F
0.25F
0.2F

fakerat

A
A S

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

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

Fake rate vs

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.05
g
#.045
8
~0.04
Q
®.035
S
50.03
(=]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005]

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8~

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" "" """"""

0.6+ Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e
0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7, RURRS RSR R S

—=— DQM_CKF_TT_base
—— DQM_mKFit_TT_base

1_

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

o
TR

il

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

=20

[ Faker

atevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

0.25

fakerate vs

o
N

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.5
0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3

0.25F -

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

duplicates rate Vs Z

0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05
A

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.7
>
10.09
£
=0.08
20.07
o
©0.06
3
20.05
o
350.04
=)
©0.03
0.02
0.01

DO [T [T TT T [T [ T T[T et

1.4F

Hy

-10 5 0 5 10 15 20
.PVz(cm)

Ratio

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.4

0.2

.- e r——

i

[y

0.9!

U1

.........

0.9%

30 =20

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.8f+---i--k -

RSN it | 8

0.9°

0 =15 =10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


