[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

1

fakerate vs r
o o
() [ee]
T

I
IS

o
N

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

Ratio

463

o R R E o EREE R
'

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.
4
2 0.09F
S
=0.08
13
%0.07
e
20.06
o
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

LOF

Ratio

1

LA

0.9

1072

1 1
track ref. S

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" "" """

02 oo

Ratio

T

— I_ E@M EEE Tzﬁﬁ%t%ﬁiﬂ@ﬁ%éﬂo e

o
o)

I
IS

o
N
T T

i

Ratio

.......... POR ) Ful I K AU

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

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

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

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

o L. O
T E
o =
0.95F
0.95

=50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z
o o o
D (%] (o))

o
[

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

10 20 30
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

O

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

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

Ratio

1.2f--

-

2
+:
i

-

%819

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

0.6+t

0.4}ttt

0.2

Ratio

0.9F

0.8%

=30

160 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

0.8

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2

A SR HEE S S S S

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

Ratio

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



	Contents
	Page 1


