[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

O : .
1 +++++H++TT i '-1r-§-<r1p ......

Py

+ 1
+ ]

1 2
rack ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

= 0.05
4
2.045
©
~0.04
8
9.035
50,03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
10

Ratio

FIGLct: S R N S R

0.95%=
1072

4
+

bl R FE S B R

-+

107 1

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

. e N
0.8+ "w#
L !
O ------------ -------

1 SRRSO SRR O €

v N |||||||! TR | N M| TR
I Lo
: . LI+ .
1_...--...,, - ATESER AR KRG e o
- . -+
0.955 ; : :
107

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.2

o

fos)
T T

.

=

t
D CRF-testLowPt_100Uevt
D M CKFREFit-testLowPt_1000evt
DOM mkFitREFit-testLowPt 1000evt

1—-I-I-I-l-I ------ PR e e B

A | HH@%HH ?-~~€-,..

0.95!

30 20
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

Ratio

T

0 -15 -10 5 0 5

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 0 10 20 30

10 15 20

~ 0.1
g : E E E
QOO
S0.08F - eieeeee b i
g H H H H
B0.07F b
2 o
R T S A S
© . . . .
0.05f-+-wwwwireeeeees RS R i
0.04F k-
0.03F++-ten |-
0.02F -k ;
e SRS S £

02 0 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ 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

1.0

RAARAROAT WTTh A
: TFTTT

4+ o A | +lreT T4

Sim. PV z (cm)

®0 5 0 5 10 15 20

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.6{f1 {1

0.4t 1

02|t b

n....I....I....I....I....I....

+++w---~»«*+* - « ot

0.95

6610 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

30 =20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


