[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

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

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

T
%
E ...:.H‘—.'Hb.—.

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

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

Ratio

0.5

oL H
1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

1

o o
(] [ee]
T T

.

IS

IS

L
..:

101

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

Fake rate vs

~ 0.2

DUM
DéM_TT_m KFit-D

—— D

M”_mod-127
M~mod_updatedmod-127

mKl—it-UéM origina-0

M TT _mKFit-D

g
30.18
©
50.16
X
£0.14
0.12

0.1
0.08F

0.06

0.04F
0.02F

o ot ' ! o L

o JR A + } ------ e
IR RN S A1)
| ERPPPPTEERPPP i 51 1 L R R
085 =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

.........

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

.........

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

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
[

D.009
$.008
.007
.006,
fe]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001

uglicates

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

N

=

al

=

leup

pI

0.5

2 : : 5 5 5

g 0-ASE
e
0.3+ +++rebesreeetennese e
e R S S S S
.25+ - e weeheenenes RRRRRRE RN PR, e

3

e
AT

;

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

S SECCITE SORE SIS

0.5

[y
T

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


