[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.5 T T T ~0.05
@ : : : 2
0 0.45 ®.045
©
~0.04
9
.@.035
50,03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005f
S A0f

.|11u1|§|l" T : T 5 —

1: I‘I’ITﬂT oot HH{ + ------------ -----------

0.95 : : I
1072 10 1 10,
rack ref. point r (cm

0.4

fakerat

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2

0.15

0

0.05

Ratio
Ratio

X

0.8 .
0? 10° 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (crrll)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

oo D s

Y ISR SR A

pileup rate vs r

Y I SRR, S A
e Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR SRR R S

0 M| L] M| L

Ratio

M_test_doubleFit_noOL
M _test_mkFitFit noOL

t
B M_test_CKFFITDerault
D

Fake rate vs

~ 0.5

o mpErmT Ty -~ o F : : : : :
e 0| P Bt St S S
s F o B QaFee e e e L
8 0l g CAETT

r . Q E . . . . n
g oL S A

duplic
o
s

o

)

a
I

R

)| EFEFEEETES EETETETEN AN AT AT R AT A BT A R

Ratio

=
TTTT T

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

o

12
w
o

Fake rate vs. sim PV z [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.5 T - T T T T T ~ 0.0

> >

2.0.09 2.009

£

0-08 5.008

20.07 $.007

2 o

$0.0§ ©.006

Q n

X

$0.05 £.005
(&)

.04 H.004
0.0 800
0.03 9.003

0.002

SV SUUUE FUUUE TR TR T O TP T B ot e Mrcrct U T

2 i @ 105 TIE
helil RTINS AR -
] (it ool LU LLHEFTERET T 5
C M 0.9 i H

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

0.8~

pileup rate vs z

0.6~

0.4

0.2

S U S P S DURRR L

§ C i : : : :
F ;n}%a; ; ;:H| fit-1-

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N R

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

o = e

B S e e LSS

e
TTT T

09557215 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


