[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

=005
B4
$.045
©
§0.04
¥4
[
“0.035
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005f

Ratio

1.0

0.95!

1

0—2

1 2
rack ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~0.02

018F
.016F
014F

licatesyatevs

@ D
o
=
N

S SN, USRS SO SO
0.008 : : :

0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

Ratio

,_\
T

—t

=

0.95 .
1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (crrll)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.6 Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e
e Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR SRR R S

....'i‘....
%_

R S
E:

A

Fake rate vs

~0.02F
% o
.018
§.016f---+ :
= F : : :
3.014__ """ ' """" R """" P
0.012F
0.0%F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

Ratio

~F

—A
A

M_AlpakaBaselineseedMasKingLsIseeding_HARVESTING
M”AlpakaBaselineSeedMaskingLSTSeeding_mkFit_HARVESTING
M_AlpakaBaselineSeedMaskingLSTSeeding_mkFitFIT HARVESTING

1.

=

10 20

0.95 ; i .

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~0.02r
> F
CQ.018_—
So1e
B.014F
f

®.012F
i) u
8 0.01
0.008f
0.006]
0.004)
0.002

Ratio

1.

T
o
]
<

0 -15 -10 5 0

Sim. PV z (cm)

30

5 10 15 20

~ 0.2
2
2018
C0.16F
%)

| SRERELE b Ll l

!

0.9 : :
_5' O

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~n0.02[

> o
f0.018F
S.016f
B.014F
L F
®.012
3
£o.01
(&)
3.008F
=] -
.006F
0.004F
0.002F

1.0

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

S RS TR e s o
) SRS NI RS N S

7 SRR SRR SN SR SN B

e
TTTT T
i

0.95

%)

10 20 30

100
track ref. point z (cm)

o
|
N
o

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1 [

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


