[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]

o
o)

I
IS

-
-
B -

| """""" -

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cn%)O

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2f+-eeeeeee oo D
ok i R

¢51#111|| R
]

0.95L

1072

1071

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95 L N
1072 101

. P [
SRS T
S - } -----
SN R W
TR
:_ """"""""" '.“ """""""""""""
r\- | .I ....! L
';#11|| _‘ir_w+ _____
1 'TT||
tlrack ref. %gint r (cml)02

D

—— D

Fake rate vs

UéIVI VUUUL RUUUUUUUUTL

GloDal

MKETI0000

RKELU

M_\V0001_R000000001 —Global _mkFit1000 _RECO
M—V0001~R000000001—Global—mkFit1000ATime RECO

fakerate vs z

I
IS
L e B o

1_ ..........................

|l“5“111u.. ...ullllE“ll

20 -10 0

10° 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

> : : :
L Feeenes
S : L
& 0.4F FRRRRE RN ; :

20.35F -+ :

Q E : :

S 0.3F-wrwieeenes Foeeends

L & .
0.2 e

0.15

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

s oo
0.05f------k-weeoe- B

Ratio

o

©

]
=

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

T T [T e TT T T [TT T [ TTTT[TTTT[TTTT

favs)

"
-||I.||

10 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8¢
0.7k
0.65-
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1

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

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

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

A
BOERT

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

IH}

—20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

RS S S S S

15

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

20



	Contents
	Page 1


