[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

—

fakerate vs

0.5

0.45
0.4
0.35F
0.3

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

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

s
L

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

"

TTT T

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

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

1. OF

Ratio

1=

0.95F|£T- 1

£ 3

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

0.9E
1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

—— D

M_V0001_R000000001Global

DUV VUUUT RKUUUUUUUUT
éM:VOOOl:ROOOOOOOOl:GIobal:mkFit:batchCAND

GloDal___mMKE

—_mkF

T NMOCAND
it CAND

1_

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

Fake r

atevs.simPVz |

o
[y
T[T [T [T [T [T [ T [T [ T[T

%65 6

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

~ 0.0%

2.009
% 008
007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duglices

=6~ 0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

30

~ 0.02p
> r
20.018F
5.016f
%.014f
4] E
®.012F
@ o
2 o0.01
(&)

£.008F - -+
=] :
D.006F - - =
0.004F
0.002F
C-I 11

Ratio

1+

09f--+

%895-8 =6

Sim. PV z (cm)

2 0 2 4 6 8 10

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

D100 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

|_\

.0—8

—6—4 20246810
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


