[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

-3

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

ty
—_—
.

0.95L
1072

Fake rate vs

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

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

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

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

[Pileu

p rate vs vertpos |

— 0.2
g
2018

©
0.16F
=} L
20.14
o

0.12

0.1
0.08]
0.06
0.04

0.02F

o +

_—#* """" F R R e b

o b

C *

[t B R F

R . L
by

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

—=— DQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_original
—— DOQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_updated

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Y |

Ratio

. Hm + .......

0%y =50 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

il

0.8

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2

Ratio

o =15 -10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~n 0.2
N O SV VU NV U
o T A A A
VT SRTSRE ST SR S TS A
2 F H H H H H
(NP SRS ST TR oo de
S L SO SO SO N I
5012 T T A
0.1
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02F

Ratio

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

30 =20

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.2

20 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

ate vs z

Ratio

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

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

N 0.2

% 0.18F

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

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

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


