[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

0.8

F 4 :
0.2;{. """""""""""""""" o
(O ] EERE L L L EEEERLLE AL RLERRE
T T R R

L. U9 . .

0.7F e ] o
0.6Fwo Beopfeeesede s fooeeenees

0.5F++-exxe

04_++* : :
0.3—--#4'-----%--“ ------- e e

3

-+
=+

0.95!

1

072 101 1

1 2
rack ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—

3
0
0
0
0

0.007

Ratio

icategyatevs

0.0
009
008
.007
.006
.005
.004
.003
.002

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8f--wwme

0.6+ *

oot

pileup rate vs r

| oEEEEREEEEE ronees SRR R SEEEEE R

B -
o v L] L T | Ll L
= F b : :
@ n T : :
x %+ [ . .
b 3 T H Y A A
T #t T+ : :
HE3 : :
10

Fake rate vs

0.8

fakerate vs z

Ratio

t
M”_test_doubleFit
M_test_mkFitFit

lwlole

M_test_CKFFITDerault

0.

T —
o
o5
19 S T N NS

B L

0.2F -t

N
I

T
:
H
2

Wlitecq3 11031 O

S10 0 10 20

09530

track ref. point z (cm)

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.

[y

L R RN RN R IR LR R

- - |7 r
Pe--ee- <+ ] h 5
F ke b T b N
i i

0 -15 -10 5 0 5

Sim. PV z (cm)

30

10 15 20

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N
>
®
®
3
Q
®

$

o
3.004
S

A
0

0.001
QF

Ratio

0.0
.009
.008
.007
.006]
.005

.003]
.002

0.5

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

pileup rate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.7F koo s

RPN S e 9

Ratio

0950 =10 0O

1020 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

0.8

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


