[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

il

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—_

g
045

@®
=

es

® 0.35F;

duplic

0.25

0.15

0.05

Ratio

0.5

0.4

03!*
0.2

0.1

0.95F

-+

O“:

1072 107

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

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2]
D.045
T
£0.04
=}
2.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015

ooy

0.005f--

_.
i
fn

= A
—=—

M original2

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Y |

UéIVI orlglnal

M~tes

—— D

stMKFitExport_initialStep

T B,
I S ++ ..............................

:‘+
—— |

1

0.95;

o610 2030
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

S S S S S A

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

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

0.2 +ebeeennsd

. A S SR SR AR S

R S { -------

ettt s s e

1371 R SO + ------ L # .......

A
T

P

e

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

. S S SR SR AR S
i A + """"

R e
0.4}-#---5 -------- ........ .

ST T

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

Ratio

=556

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
0.045
=
‘{,—)0.04—
$.035
2
«so 03
@ 025
20,02
0.015
0.01
0.005

C.

Ratio

-] CEREEERERS




	Contents
	Page 1


