[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

Q : : :
©0.45F e FRRRERIELELE e ARRLLELEEEE

O Freeeeeees poneeeee dreeeeenees

fakerat

0.35F e+ e T SRR
0.3} o e froeeees
0.25
0.2

0.15

0.05f-+ e+
o N L N |||||||! . IR EITT
el T :
T 1 :
o LOSHHAHFEA- - Do
L :
[:A8% 2 E i o O L e
+T 3 .
0.5t lxlixLl :

101 1

1072 1 2
0 rack ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
3.007
%.006

0.005

0.004

icategyatevs

0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r
o
o]

o
fe))

i T I

ey

M”_test_doubleFit
M_test_mkFitFit

t
él\/l tesi_CKFFIiDetault

lwlole

Fake rate vs

~ 0.2
S S AR
&,0-18:_ """ . R ST o
< F : : : :
6016__ """ :' """" ST [ .
= o : : :
£0.14f------ e FRERRERE |
0.12F+--bmeeeee ' ;
O R

- h::i::'I:E:::::fé::
8

0.06f "=+ Al
0.04)
0.02)

Ratio

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

+|T . .
h g4 -

=
AL L AL LA

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 5 0 5

|
)
o

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

QF

2

© [

e r
0.5

20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N 0.5
>
& 0.45F
£
B 0.4
20.35

e

+ | [
+
+1
L S
+ | |4
4|+ T
"

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


