[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

=

0.8+

fakerate vs r

0.6

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

Ratio

0.95C

1072 101 1

rack ref. pomt r (crr]D

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

S A D s

.
e
-
e : :
0.8 = aeeeeenns R R ARREEREEE
[ - e : :
. & . .
- -
- -+

0.6 P T e
0.4fseeenees FERTPRREE et

0.2+ B =

1072 107

M~ test_doubleFit

Fake rate vs

o0og
KOOQ -

M_test_CKFFITDerault

M~ test” mkFitFit newOL

1_

fakerate vs z

0.4

0.2

Ratio

093520

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

R T e
G e " o ¥

* . -

: : L O

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

09557215 .10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~0.02p
2]
D.o18
B.016F
%)

9.014F
O E
8.012
e} L
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F

0.004f-

0.002

Ratio

LOMTT

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

—20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02r
> o
00.018F
50168
B.014F
o E
9.012F
8 r
= 0.01_—
(&) L
3.008
=] -
.006F
0.004F
0.002F

'ii?* ma

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

20F

Ratio

1.4

1

20

215 -10 5 6 5' 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

R s S S

e e T s o

|

99530

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

~20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

S S S St S SR S

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


