[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

7 SRR S T

| """""" "" """

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

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.05
g E
®.045F :
S .04F : :
- 0.04F ; AR N | RN
[0] o : :
.035F -+ FUUE 3 1 I RN PO RO
3 E : H
20.03F--------- EEREE FF 14 - SRR
° E : it
0.025;— """"" """ 1 1¥ 1! ...........
0.02F e+ st RN
0.015F -+~ {4 12310 1 S A
F L + :
0.01;— --------- il‘ -4 e
0.005F-- 1 - .24 LI I I B N
P :

OF
1.4Ff -

Ratio

o T
ELTLHLTEL
u

0.8F |

1072 107

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

1QF

Ratio

1.1F

Fake rate vs

Strainve

1 6iter

0.8

fakerate vs z

-
e
5 O o e
1 T ——
0

i R

...........

...........

Ratio

=10

0

0 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

N 0.1
>
8.0.09
£
=0.08
£0.07
2 :
©0.06F----+--
2
©0.05
0.04F---+-:4-{%
0.03F+- 1§
0.02
0.01
OF

Ratio

1+

HEd

O S Rk

HEd P
Jd R H A H
+ L]

0 -15 -10 -5

0.l

2

0

510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

:iiggebt?ain Oldé?'les 125 v2_prelimWP_5iter

~ 0.07
[2]
$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

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

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

J.-G_I At

Ratio

i

0.8

., [

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>

20.009
5008
9.007
)

©.006

D.006¢
9.005

(&)
2.004--
=)

?.003F- |- 4
0.002
0.001f - - LJ4F - - -

o711
L2kt

Ratio

-

%80

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

TS SRS S SN S S

0.05]

o

M

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Ratio

0.95!

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~n 05

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


