[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

©
©

fakerate vs r

o
o)

il

I
IS
T

0.2

1
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02
[

D.

018]

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

T
.

1072

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

068 : :
S O O

02f e SRS S

e D s

0.8

o [
& . &
pasl
= [
= . L
e
g

2

DOQMSTEP3_SMS_CKF
DOMstep3~_SMS_default

Mste

track ref pomt z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

10 15 20
Slm PV z (cm)

—15 -10 —5

3-SMS”defaultNEWT
M M ~N 0.021

[ -
D.o18f
9.016F-
(9]

$.014F-
(&]

B.012

0.008]

Ratio

0.01F- -+ ---{HHHH- - S SRR E ||
0.006F- {34t = 1 -HF-
0.004F{--{}ilt

0.002F -
Gsl 1l

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

0.5F

i ,l;:- L.
2lie

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
0.09E
£ 0.08f

>
bR
N

©
s

0
]

20.07F -+
Q o

0.06F
£0.05f

o
£0.04

>
(e}

Ratio

0.03f
0.02f
0.0

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

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.95

0530

9 S N U S S

i

i

=6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.9}

S T T SR S S S

o
BRI EEAS
IBENE

0.95j—----§--*'--

1 F.#* ++++++++ .
|

é 1T JrH”|'4:+ W ++]Li #

o510 =505 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


