[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.4

0.2

T D s

0.8 oo e S VS A

S

I\- 11 ||||. 11 1 1
3 ++T :
llftmghﬂﬁ ... . 4404
1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

e D s

0.4 :—.-'-. ------- ..... +++ #* _______ ]

0.2+ oo P e ;

- A+F-----
T4 -
. -+ 9
- T
380
o 1t

—=— DQM_mKFit_TT_retrain
—«— DQM_mkFit_TTold

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Y| P

T

_..:._
e
L

'--’0-»-:".

" ’ ‘“c'-..on.--—: -------

0.95!

=60 1'0 2'0 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

R S A
TR Lot el WP I
Ty T
e PRRRN TR SRTERRTERPR A FREEIPERR:
:|||||||||||||||||||i|||||||||||||||||||
‘{ +++ +++,...~.m,.,w,+ H*

0.95°

0 =15 -10

S5t —15— 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95%

I e 1
; e

I I I Y A L S

L . .o . -

5 PO W

o B

L - : B,

4..\2 MR | Sap® | | l 1] ]
L H__g{_'f‘:«ftt+_++5_’ |
30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N
>
b8
2
4
>

S rate

Q

duplicat

E 0af-iog T
0.35F++ion i 8o

0.5
0.45

0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1

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

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

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8+

0.6

h=--meeemeeeees EECEEEEE ERRREREE ARRRLLEEIRRLLEE
11/
T e
=
J,I. L \ ;ﬂ#.‘.‘.' “'mt+.++;. .. .......
230 20 —io o To— 2030

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.2~

0.9!

0 =15 =10

5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


