[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

rack ref. pomt r (crr]D

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

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

licatesyatevs

0.00%

1.0

Ratio

¥t
-

0.95 L
1072 107

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrl])0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8 R RRRRR e fonnnnnnnnes
O P St fresareesasd fransaneanes
0.4+ R Tt RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR SRR R S

[ """" "" """"""

0 PRI ETIT] B

M~ test_doubleFit

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

o0og
KOOQ -

M_test_CKFFITDerault

M~ test” mkFitFit newOL3

0.4

0.2

v

- ++«++++++H++++w+#+w

0.95

30

-io 6 102030
track ref. point z (cm)

—20

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

N

>
o

fakerate vs Sim

0.45

0.5

o
N

20,35t A T

o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15

e

90 -15 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0

p T
I S S S
B.008fF -+ wieeeeee b R SIERCTF SRR
0 . . . . .

T S
o . . . . .

SIS SNt S LR
o . . . . .

I I S S
R A At Mt S
e s
e i SIS I S
R I A S S

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

=0

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

1.0

Ratio

S5 S s Y

T
o

L | L YR ]

0.95]

0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

SRS R S S e
e S e |
90 O S O

o2t

0.95! L L L

T
=

T
i

100 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.95%

D

e
TTTT T

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 5 0 5

-1

=20



	Contents
	Page 1


