[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

P

©

©
!
.

o

(2]

!
L%
£

I
IS

o
N
!

e

1
frack

1 2
ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
4
2.045
S
=0.04
[
®.035
e
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

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

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

10F
R T :

Ratio

09 §_¥ f‘ !
0.8f 1
N i

1072 1071

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)O

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES T SRR g

0.8[----eo- e SR

pileup rate vs r

T T

0.6

ot

0.4

.

1.05E~

Ratio

0.95E
0.9E

Fake rate vs

1-—-----.,-.- -
-

fakerate vs z

Ratio

—— D

DOMSIEp3_T1
éMste

CRF

Mstep3_TT default
3 TT_defaultNEWT?2

S R o O

9 S R A S

it il T

LT et L S

. ...*,...mu '

¥ : iy Wy +"¥: :

E : W SR
: ’H‘.'”

100
track

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

10 20 30
ref. point z (cm)

0.8 T M M T
0/ 00 SRS OV RN VO VO S A
0.6f -+ beeeevbeneos R it S R
E L es o
0.5+ Ty MMttt Lol
Fopor Rt
R SITEE TRCTE SRR RTENS AR
X 08 A R g
1) U S OIS O S N
0.0F--- ;
r\:uu||i||||||||||||||||||||||||i|||||||||
E R

3 ey
0.05F e e i -----
096 =15 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]
$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

Ratio

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.8F

0.6f - FEEPPED -

0
Sim. PV z (cm)

S R B s

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0t

160 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3
0.2

0.1

s

Ratio

1.05f
| SO -+++:4’-+-*"H€‘-“-*-+-“-"-':‘H

—_=
gy

085 =I5 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


