[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

g
20.45

0.4

fakerat

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

el :

b + + N

@ 1114 :
I B o B 15 e i

L

0.950 ; E
1072 10 1 10 0?
rack ref. point r (crr]D

[ 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 |

pileup rate vs r

I=-eeeeeeees Tt I

e Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR SRR R S

° LUG_ NPT BT TN BT
- ; é é
x : :
o 455 prrneeneenegeeeseeee
: 1 : :

M”_test_doubleFit
M_test_mkFitFit

t
él\/l tesi_CKFFIiDetault

lwlole

Fake rate vs

~ 0.5

% e
g 0ABE ke

9 E : : : :

§ O
B3+ ehereef oo
% UM T SO S
% 00 e
0]
1 o o
0.1F----- O e e -
oo | L

Ratio

1.

ey

o
T

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

0.9

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

>
80.18

W FETE FEETE FEETE PR PR
o LU e +
t=1 3 o+ o
© E b + 4+
F : .
hd - k-1 3 $ -

0.9

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

°557215 -10

83050 -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

%0 40 20 0 20 40 60

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

ogp iy

oo - ﬁi

7 SRS R 16 RS 2 S

7 SRR SR SR SR SRR B

UG""I""

Ratio

e
T
H
e
]

0.95 :

0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

S S S St S SR S

05

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


