[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0% : : E PO |
.009
.008]
.007
.006]
.005]

| """""" ' """" -

0.8

fakerate vsr
——
pileup rate vs

0.6

L LS LU LA LA R

£ 3
o duplicaiessatevs

- : Pt 1 3 : : v,
O o g 0.004F] 0.4f oo oo e

i D : 0.003f
0.2ty H e R A 0.002f -
il : : 0.001E

HM w

7, SRS SR SR S A0

PO U | 7 e

1072 10t 2 1072 10t

Ratio
Ratio

;.
1

s
T
T

i

1 10 102
track ref. point r (cn%)
UéIVI TT mKI—i[-UéIVI originai-o

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

DOM_TT  mkFit-DQM original-127
Fakeratevsy __,__ DQM_TT_mkFit-DOM_mod-127
0.8 : : : ~0.02r

.018f

.016F

.014F

.012

T P 00
0.3F - i ,*t ------- - 0.008

T I 0.006F
0.2 : : “.,n" ------- E
S 0.004¢

S S R S 0.002

i (BRI W

=10 010 20 30 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30 09536 =20 10 20" 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

0.7

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

0.6

desdateys

S SN AP S Y b
0.6 E E b

_.“_....,....
&

fakerate vs z

0.5 0.5

0.43 # f

pileup rate vs z
o
~
T
£ S
.f:;t

-u:.-;

o
.7}.... PR
e

=
duglic

0.3

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

0.2

0.1

Vs s

Ratio
Ratio

oo e Y
———— N

e

Fake rate vs. simPVz | [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z | [ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
0.8 — T T T T ~0.05
- >
00.045]
£
»0.04
$.035
&
©0.03
%]
$9.025
e
50.02
>
©.015

A SR HEE S S S S
0.7 : : :

0.6

0.5

o
%
L |
—Hh—
.
—

o
(2]
!
+
”
-

0.4

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

LTI [T T [T [ TT T [T [ T TTT T T[T

0.2 [
0.0 0 . . M

01 0.005, -

fa] I'\-

OF—T'TT:
vaff--H- 1

Ratio
Ratio

vofb- T

F 1 L A I S | A 1 ) ! A Sl
0-15-10 .5 0 & 1520 -10 T 085 =15 10 =5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

0.95;



	Contents
	Page 1


