[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

o F

ps E : : :

[ e S e

ISl 0.7 : : :

kS F : : :

© 0.6 prorenenes AR e
0.5F---emeees FRTTPPO RTPPIRPPORY e

T e e

0.2

aaaRRaaEy
*
——
+
.

0.

o L
" HE AN R I N .
o 105 [+ [ 4 111 :
4 .
It +1T 3 .
1B - CESSU ST D desseeanaaan
11¥1TF
0.05E & '

1072 101

rack ref. pomt r (crr]D

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
009
008
007
_% 006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

licatesyatevs

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

H
ﬂ.'—_
—
AN

ATy
1
a0

R EN

L)

L8

+
=

N

1

1

1

0.

v L] ] ||||||||! L
F +

T

0.

7, SRR SRRRLE R S

Tyl

D S

M~ test_doubleFit

t
B VI_Test LKH—I[L)eTaUI[
D

Fake rate vs

—_—

M~ test” mkFitFit newOL3

I -wasma e .- & eae -a -

fakerate vs z

0.8-wwwi

e e o

0.4

0.2

o 10F T .
& 1osf e e
o : 11 N
- en ] 4] doe e
0_9_5' L i H

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

[0
o

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
2]
9.009
B.008
%)

9.007
O
3.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

e + -------- AR

e

Ratio

0.5

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

q '.'..'..'.'..'.'..'.:.'..'.'..'.:.'..!.'..'.'..'.'..'..'.!..'.'..'.!.'.

2

© [

e r
0.5

|
[
o

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.

0.

0.

0.

o
b
A i

NI 10 GRS SRR 5 S

e

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

b
©
[

TR S S S S SR S

[e}
I

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


