[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

|
S
[0}
IS
o8
8
0.6
0.4
0.2
2
T 4
@

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

1

o
©

pileup rate vs r

o
)

I
N

IS
IS
T

Ratio

[ Fake rate vs

~ 0.2
¢
90.18
I
50.16
¥4
£0.14
0.12
0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

Qoo
CEEL)
TLLL]
E{)
TN
T
m
AN ¢
—Hf
[ecee: ]
W
ooy
cxxzo_
SLELELED
MDD

@?WEJ'D@NN 2

O

Ratio

1.5

-30

00102030
track ref. point z (cm)

—20

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.2

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

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

Ratio

516 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

o
o
ey

o
o
©

.008
.007
.006]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

AuBlicESFAlEYS Z

Ratio
T

=6 0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

5

Sim. PV z (cm)

30

=00 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5F
> E
L SRSt SLLLLE TLRLE SEELEE LERED

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


