[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vsr

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

Ratio

0.8F

0.6F

Fake rate vs

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02

duplicajessatevs

0.
0.
0.
0.

Ratio

.018F
.016F
.014F
012
0.01F -+ -
008 :

006
004
002

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

1.0

0.95

i
¥

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

-+

0.9

1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8~

0.6

0.4

0.2~

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

0.95L

1072 107

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original
—— DOQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated

~ 0.2
Q o
80.18:—

5] o
50.16

= o
£0.14F
0.12F
0.1+

0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

...........

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

10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Faker

atevs.simPVz |

~ 0.7
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
£0.07
Q
©0.06,
I
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

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

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

Ratio

1+

0.9F

| S TN U TUUNA PO TN PR T

0.l

2

0 =15 -10

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
.009
.008
.007
.006]
.
0.
0.
0.
0.001

%]

?
g

uglicates

Ratio

005
004
003
002

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

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
.009
.008
.007
.006
.005
.004
.003
.002 ;
0.001E------ - -mneee -------- ;

>
0
E)
@
®
0
g
2
D

0

Ratio

1O

B
T T

0.954

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2~

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

100 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1_

0.95°

B0 -i5-10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


