[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

e TR

R Boeee- @

0.2-------- S

r -
-’
|
Pa\ MR R TIT] B SRR TTT B R AW R TTT B S W W R T
1.9 T

Ratio

e

3

0.95!

1072 101

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

= 0.02 . . :
018+ ------o- Fereneneesed ATTRRIRERE feenenees
PO NSO U VSN
SOV SRR SO SV S,

@ D
o
=
N

0.006F
0.004F
0.002

Ratio

licatesyatevs

0.01F
0.008F

0.95
1072

&

1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (crrll)o

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

iy
Ty T
|
[ PR
o1
o
g
P 5

0.4

o g Ly
0.8 e el fonnnnnnnnes

0.6 Pt R REEEIRE: e

7 SRR R ¥ SR SO

Fake rate vs

lwlole

M~ test_doubleFit

KOOQ -

M _Test_CKFFitDefault
M~"test” mkFitFit noOL

fakerate vs z

Do
i o
u’-" ﬂ+
. L

fa| BRI BT A

b

0 10 20 30

093520 =10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

vs Sim
o
iy

£0.35

o
w

fakerate

0.25
0.2
0.15)

=
T

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~n0.02F " T M T T
o E : : : : :
Q.OIS_— """ foemees oo AR SRR

D016+ ewieeeeee b X RERTTERTERRS
7] o . . . . .
D014 b *

=] . . .

B.012F
e} L

0.04
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002F

Ratio

1.

0955

[ i i H !
t al i ] | |1 TH
H
- 1 R B HsE e R L g - -

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

0.95

T

¢

(4] =0 rverren

0 =15 -10 5 0
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

30

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.2~

0.8[- koo N ot SIS S
T A S S - .

) SR RS RS A AN

+
%
or,
=

1

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

o
[
!
:
*

o
2}
[

S S S St S SR S

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


