[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

SR

0.8f+-emeeeee

Ratio
-
o
(428
T
——

0.95E

1072 10

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (cn%)O

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

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

duplicajessatevs

Ratio

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

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

&

s
T T

0.95L
1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

F
o.8f
0.6]-
0.4

0.2~

e

)

1.05F

0.95E

4 8

¥

1072

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

URTGINAL

Fake rate vs D

DQM_TT
DéM_TI MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL2
M~TT_—MODIFIED propToPlane”PRVersionFINAL3

fakerate vs z

I
IS
e BN e e

- -=- ==

o8- |t#|-----

4..\Q N Pl I .i.
1------.5-. B
0 =20 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5p - T T
> E : :
R S R R e o
E oAb
@ OAp i : :
2035 -teee ke AP S N PN
@ Eo : :
S 0.3 -beeebenee T
g Eo * : :
80.25F i e & wgia
ook b e
S R TR RN
R L St St S bbb
0,05+ ++-feesesheeseeedeece R T R
PN A P T PR P P P P
o =R A I
§ | 4l
; il 1
T 520

0.95;

5
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0

%]

D.009
% 008
.007
.006
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

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

=100 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
9.005
(&)
3.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

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

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

+ R

©
]
|

B
s

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95]

el B R S it
it
| ++&*""s

I
—3-0 —ZEO —JE.O O lO 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1_

1

5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


