[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
~ 05
0.45
0.4
0.35F
0.3
028 e
7, PR PR S w—
I

I A A
P 17 N S S

{8 S S A S

1072 107 1

fakerate vs

Ratio

10 0?
track ref point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0%

009
.008
007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004F
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5f

oL H
1072 107

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

S repERNY

~n 05
~0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

o] = ff E%M Té”ﬁ%%@

fakerate vs

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
> : : : : :
L R I S SRS S
£ S S RO S
By T S S Y

o
[SEErR)
w

[

fakerate vs

e e e

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

o
N
!
i
"
T

R e
0.0y beeeeesbeeenedge ool § ------- deeens
0.05F-

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 02
T SO O S S —
Soag b

Ratio

B0 =20 —10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
N 0.2

Ratio

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

~ 0.01
)
.009
9.008
o
.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

Ratio

3020 —10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.01F
> F . : : : :
20.009F -+ -F------ RPN R SRR S
e e
-Yoluy USSP SR SRS
8 F . . . .
©.006F------+------- b e P
o E : : : : :
-005F - wieenes Foeeeees freneeeed feeeeend freeeee
B0
e
0.002F+++++-fersesesbeeeane SRR, e
0001w
o q:_'..'..'..i..'..'..'..i..'..'..'..i..'..'..'..i..'..'..'....'..'..'.
- T
o [ : : : : :
i Sttt SR SUEE T SRR
%60 =40 20 0 20 40 60

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


