[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

- 05
Q
50.45F
0.4
0.35
03
0.25
0.2F
0.15
0.1
0.05E
OF

fakerat

Ratio

1.2F

0.8f

10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

Ratio

1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

e D s

+ -<>: #".4
0.8—-*---ﬁé#i-g-ng--------? -----------

pileup rate vs r

0.6+ Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e
0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7, RURRS RSR R S

Ratio
v
&
=
—
—d
PR
——E
B S
—
——

oy
L

—_——
—_—

|

Fake rate vs

e

aj

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6--

0.4

T

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

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

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

~ 0.5
>
D-.O.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25F -+ -

o
N

(ORT SRR
0.1
0.05

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.2
g F : : : : :
@ 018 T T T Coy

CHOR T RSO SOURPU SSSNOS SSPIOS UNRRS S
] . . . . .

28 newBL BN

{0 V| “RPRC RPN ST PP S
2 E
50.12F
(=} F
0.1+

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~0.05
>
20.045
£
70.04
%$.035
g
©0.03
%]
$.025
o
20.02
=}
©.015
0.01
0.005 : :
o T I T

T

-5 0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

Ratio

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2f+

Ratio

20

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

30

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

S T T S S SR S A
oo Al

S e o o

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z
——
e,

R

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

Ratio

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



	Contents
	Page 1


