[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos

- - 02 -
0 e P T 2 E o AT P A
s : : : P it S SERE s : : :
© - N r © o ©
D 0.8 - R s S o
] - . Q o S
£ 0 : 5014 - her e - 2
L : g E 3 a
0.6+ RERERTE SRREEE e i ts 5012 |
[ : : R ’
! 5 5 .t
0.4f-----e--- R ERRRRLE e o REPPRE | 1
r : oA 3
Oz‘w """"""
o O skl + ¥++ o o HWRpT ":J'f'!+' e
g : L S E T $ T g -m:&*.“*’i : :
@ Ik : H,H-; +++ ey [{. o x I +""*+-+.p;,;|;--+ i* +~.|-++ T
[ ** #H+ :++ + + : : ** 1
O _I_"‘+¥":|.++ """"""" 9L hE 0.95f---=x==r- e ++
ok ; +++s+ F | ook ; |
102 10 10 0 102 10+ 1 10 0? 102 107
track ref. pointr(crr11) track ref. pointr(cml) track ref. pomtr(cml)
— V] ||| T IUI é\I)VVH)Wpt
Fake rate vs EgM EEE $$ L?E[%B fault specPLess3-lowpt
~ 0.8 N 0.2 N e
2 ¢ F ¢ -
@ 0.7 90'18:_ ''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''' o -
© o R I ©
5 80.16 2
& GO.LA[ e ehes e 5}
o a
=
)
(=] .
(1. BT TR S R P TR
2 = o T 5l
3 T ot 5 ' l
o 24 4 " {

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~N 0.2
>
8.0.18
1S
016
£0.14
Q

©0.12F

e

s 0.1

0.08F -4
0.0+
0.04F-

1520

5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

i ﬁiﬁni#%ﬂiﬂ*ja#

%835

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

=20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
20.045
=
7 0.04
%.035
o
©0.03
7]
9.025
o
£0.02
=)
9.015
0.0
0.005

Ratio

s

0.9F

Ou

=20 15 10 -5

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

b
e I

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

A SR HEE S S S S

0.9!

0 =15 =10 =5

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0



	Contents
	Page 1


