[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

e TR

-
4
>
o
© L
g
[]
X
[
=
0.6+ Feeeeeee

o..zz_ __________ ______ iiﬁ

0.8 Beesseeeees

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

Ratio

1
rack ref. pomt r (crr]D

$.045

®.035
50,03

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
0

o
50.04
[

0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005F

0.95C

1072 107

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

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r
$
-

i b A I

;gﬁfﬁffﬁféfﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁ*ﬁ@ﬁfffffféfffff

O Beoeeees e oo

7 RPN SOURNE DOSUO SO

Ratio

Fake rate vs

—_—

M~test_doubleFit_noOL
M~test” mkFitFit noOL

t
B M_test_CKFFITDerault
D

i

fakerate vs z

------------------ - & auss- -o

]
§|||n

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

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

~0.02p

> Eoo : : : : : :
8,018+

§.016f
B.014F
Qo :
9.012F -
e

€0.0F

0 L
o
ST SOTTE ST T T
o

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

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

05

€0.04
(2]
9.035
8
50.03
©
0.025

~0.05
%]
D.045

0.02
0.015]
0.0%
0.005

o T
1.05F

Ratio

0.95E

053 10 0 10 20

[ 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

i
T T T

0.95

20—i5 10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

30
track ref. point z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

0

10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

= AR ARSI AR HEEE

0.95%

0 -15 -10 -5

0

5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


