[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

1 .

fakerate vs z

Ratio

il

s

| :
T E Ll

LU+ e

I+ [T
-l -+ .

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
0.8

] S USRS S

o.eé.ﬁ

0.50+-

duplicates rate vs r

0df
0 S O T —
0.2F : :

Ot g

Ratio

- pe

0.95
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

—=— DOQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_time_old132
—— DOQM_TT__mkFit-DQM_time_new132

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.

(o]

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 05
2
20.45
0.4
£0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

S rat

duplic

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.5
>

2.0.45

€
5 0.4

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

rate vs
o

O w

w U1

0
0.25

o
N

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

uplicate

d
©
O
=G

0.05

Sin

&

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

.........

Vs S

0.95!

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

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

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


