[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

fakerate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

Ratio

0.95L
1072

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
007

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o
o
()]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.007

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

Ratio

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

o e e SRR E R CECEEC R
> 3 :
o) L :
© L :
S 0. R RRESRRRRRRERES
2 .
CE :
0.6 Feeeeee S SRRRERTIRRE
- : :
0.4F%-------- [ RS .
| * :
[ f# 5
- - . M
0.2f et i e
r\- PRI | ...i | L
o v HTT: : :
&‘E [ ' :
¥ * -----------
10. 0?
track ref. point r (cm

M~ test_doubleFit

Fake rate vs

0

o0og
KOOQ -

M_test_CKFFITDerault

M~ test” mkFitFit newQOL2

fakerate vs z
© © o o 9O O
N w N (6)] (o)) ~J [e

o
i

D

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

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

F

Ratio

0.95!

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

0

0

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
© o o o
N 1 (o)) ~|

o
[

L R RN RN R IR LR R

0.2

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

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

o+
+

|+

Pt -2-----
+

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
2]
.009
B.008
%)
9.007
Qo
9.006
e}
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

10 0 10 20 30
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
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

ok

-60

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 20 0

0.8~

pileup rate vs z

0.6~

0.4

0.2~

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

+ **;“.5,,‘.‘..!*1‘#{ \

Ratio

i
+

— |
+
.

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5

0.95!

-2

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

215 -10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


