[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

=

0.8+

fakerate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2~

...............................................

Ratio
=
o
(4]
o

1072 101 1

rack ref. pomt r (crr]D

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

= 05
£
045

I
N

0.35

dupllcates ral

o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

LQp

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

o ot e
aeseang, : :
| s e
Fon

1Y IR, S O N S
0.6 FRERRES RRREE ARSRTPEERTRS: e
e Tt RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR SRR R S

M~ test_doubleFit

Fake rate vs

0

o0og
KOOQ -

M_test_CKFFitDefault
M~"test” mkFitFit noOL

o

o
o
T

0.6

fakerate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

N
I

................................................

Ratio

1.05f

0.95F

i

i

i

0.9%

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

20

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~0.02p

> o
0.018

§.016f
B.014F
o F
9.012
et
& 0.0%F
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

Ratio

........

oy CxE.O

0.95

“20 -5 -10 -5

10 15 20
Slm. PV z (cm)

~0.02p
0 F
Q.OIS_—
B.016F
%)

9.014
Qo
8.012
e}

0.01
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F
0.002F

...............................................

Ratio

1.1F

L0

0.9%

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0%
>
.009
5.008
2.007
o
B.006
[}
$.005
(8]
$.004
]

B.003F -5k

0.002
0.001

L0F

Ratio

1.4

1

20

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

215 —'io 5 6 5

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

) SRS NI RS N s

7 SRR SRR SN SR SN B

30 20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

T i T

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


