[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

T D s ¥

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
f

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

o
N
o
—h—

,\.
o +Wr ; ;
T I : t
o + o4
] 3
HF . 14k £ =00 S
3 L - .
2 T+ [+
O QE r : -+ -+ :

1072 10

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—_

g
2045

©
=

S

Q
@ 0.35

duplic

Ratio

0.25

0.15

0.05

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

E_._....-.-I“' -+
f AT | | yl
; 4 [L]:
b + Ll
. +
. ++ |44
1I1H . L AN AL = J G By
T 4 [ +
b d B
+141 17 . | + L
+4 + b hi
+

0.95

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" ' """"""
0.8f-+ee T :
Y IS S S AN

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. e

SRR SR S

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

+

D

—— D

UéIVI VUUUL RUUUUUUUUTL

Fake rate vs

GloDal
M_V0001~R000000001_Global _mkFit_CAND
M V0001 _R000000001 _Global—_mkFit_batchCAND

MKET_ MOCAND

o B ¢
=
AR AR LRty nan;

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

B0 -20

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

N 0.0
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
2
©0.06
L
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

1.0

Ratio

B
T

0-8 6 4-2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

N

o f : : :
g 08 Py
S 026 f--heeeeees e peeeeig o
@ E : : :
2014k F o |- Pl
S K Z :
50.12F R St &
(=] o . . .
0.1 1 -------- SR
0.08f e eeeeeedee i
0.06H1- O PR e AL
oodbl ] Hh L
0.02F - R N
S T T DU T
S I T I”rw i
o f {1 1
0.9 i
o550 20 -10 0 20

0.2

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
30.045
=
7 0.04
%.035
o
©0.03
7]
9.025
o
£0.02
=)
9.015

0.005

Ratio

0.0

D

B
T

2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.4

0.2

160 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

1

[y
T

108 6 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


