[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

0.8

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r
i

0.4

0.2

10F

Ratio

0.9F

0.8L

= SRR e ESRREEEEEEEEEEEE
0.8mg 2" b R LLETEPLPT
- : :
3 e | :
0.6f+-+-e g eeeeeeens 1 SRRR ERRRR
r - D :
i
i IS ST

1072

mat

Fake rate vs

DQM_oTi
DéM:tes MKFitExport i_nit,iaI_Ste§)
—— DOQM"testMKFitExportFit_initialStep

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

Ratio

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
’370.45
€
o 04

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

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

S TS T T

: ++'+ rateg e, e #
Rt § ARl AR SR P

+
:
-

Ratio

D6 =15 =10 5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

4]
10 15 20

~0.02p

n F : : : : :
T R SR
YY1 RSO NSE SUSURS SRS SRS
p R S

- U N R N S

s Tk : : : : :
XU SR ST S R R

ko] o N . .
0.0+ --eepeeefemfmmmmeedenennnd R0% {EERESPRRPPS
0.008F -+ eeogeesbenenedeonnn i dfd
0101015/ ERPRPRCIUIR UCUE S k0 O
0.004f------+---|- l -------- e dofod

. LI

-30

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

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

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

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

OX] T KXRRRRS e '

0.6+ heeqenes PERRRE

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

0.8

0.6

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

L RS R R

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

R

02f g

L0F

Ratio

1.1F

i

-20 =15 =10 =5

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



	Contents
	Page 1


