[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

i s R

.
+

v:) 1 ||||||! L |||||||! L1
] S S R A B e R P LECEE
L
0.950 - F -1 bt f-qf--mmmmmmmmedr e
0.9 " " "

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

auplicajessatevs

Ratio

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

T :
0.8fnneee ___________
(0| ...........
0.4 ___________

0_2— ---------- i---dl--il—---i

T r
o L
| SRR TP g e T T

0.95 H

DOM_mkFit TTNE

Fake rate vs

| e ARRRLLEEIRRLLEE

fakerate vs z

Ratio

—— D

UéIVI MKET_TToriginal

HS_ALLITERS
M_mKFit_TTNEWHSMS_ALLITERS

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1 [

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

uglicates

q

Ratio

o0

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

o
2]
T T

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

~n 0.2
> o .
3 0.18F-- -

OF

Ratio
=




	Contents
	Page 1


