[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

0.8

PO U
0.6 {--e-f- i f oo
0.5 ;—-:a-ll- - [P S
0.4F

03] T
0.2f- ‘L
Ogff-reoeete

,_‘

o
T
. 2

ag L

1 2
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

auplicajessatevs

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| ey

0.8f-

pileup rate vs r

0.6 {r et oee oo
L1 i
ISR O REEE 1 15 2 (R0 ERRRRPTRRTANRPRRND
N - Rl -
!

Ratio

—_——
—_—

|

EE

fakerate vs z

Ratio

et
[0]979°)
000

Jabsbe)

0.8

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

07E o

EEE@E’%&E%

<0
2

1.5

0 10 20 30

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2F-+-f--t+F-- 1w rf-mmefrmmre s
(O e = e O - O SR S S
I
S o O e

-4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

o

.0y

o

o

©
I

.008F
007E
006
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

UBIICES FALEY'S Z

“RSWPEBNN-2

q

Ratio

o0

10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

QF

Ratio

0.5

%0

40 20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.1

TT T [T [TT T T[T T T[T [TTITTI T ITTIIT7T

[ [P I I T

o QE=i = SR 1 R S A Sy
§ [f: : ] ] :

(! = o SRR SEPPLY PP T T EPE FEP . PPEPR PEPES

o 3 L GRS R 4 IRRE SRt P SR

4 2 0 2 4 6 8§ 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


