[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

1072 107

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

T A A
0.8f-------- # ..... #“n*, ...........
f b
190 NV SN S S

7, RURRS RSR R S

[y
T T

M”_mkFit_TT retrain-

UéIVI MRFET5_T Toi0-ToW

Fake rate vs

—— D

lowpt

[\ mkFlt—I'T_NEWdefauIt _specPLess3-lowpt

S R SR SR AR

R R s

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

100 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.2

10 1
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.5
>o.45

duplicates rate
o

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio

o
~

© w
w o

LI

0.

0.

J.-G- e N 1
E K 4
EE TG R
e SHHEL R R - -
g;— ----------- A | CEREEE
=20 -10 10 20

530

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.7
>
10.09
£
=0.08
20.07
o
©0.06
3
20.05
o
30.04F
=)
©0.03
0.02
0.01

Ratio

30

track ref. point z (cm)

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

1.05F----- i

0.95%

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

s
T
¥

~i0 0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

02f oo

0.95°

= c'J é 0~ 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

ZO 15



	Contents
	Page 1


