[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

il

ey

1071

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
b4

$.009
g

0.008
007
006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duglicaje

1.4

Ratio

12

OF

e il 2 o e ol B

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

o P :

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

-

0.6 Foeeeeees :

0.4 4;# """

Ratio

fakerate vs z

Ratio

VI—1TU I 135
= ggM RN
—c e mplated |me

DU?;

ItVV UUIII

1

0.

(o]

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

T
—=t— [
4= [
e -
Is

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

~0.02

ﬁr asefwgv%%%“om

[
D.o18
B.016
2]
2.014
o
B.012
e}

0.0
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

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

.........

Ratio

08f---}-1

0.6F---f-1

60 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
1]
£.005
(&}
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

1 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

1o

0.8

N C
o E
> E
o 0.7F
© E
2 0.6F
@

a

0.5

0.4

0.3%
0 !

0.1

)

L.

=

Ratio

i

0.95

0.9

B0 —20 -10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

~ 0.8

0.5

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.3

) S S

0.6+ nweenees Feee

T

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


