[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

ek :

@0ABE e e

@© E .

§ 0AF b b G

P4 E .

B0.35F oo beee J ESRRERRTE SRR
0.8 -eereebeenen e freeeees

+

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006]
0.005]
0.004]
0.003
0.002

duplicajessatevs

0.001

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

—_

g
2045

©
=
[«

>

2035
o : .
0.3F e Feeeeees :

0.5

0.4

TRT[TITT]

[y

2 s il s & i e SRR EEEEEC IR TEEEEEEE

T CRF _URIG

Fake rate vs

—— D

DUM
DéM_TT_CKFEothT ORIG
M TT _CKFLowPtT_MODIF

~ 0.2

S SO SOV O SO
o A A S R S S

“S - . . a .
L 0 IR A SR

= F N N " .
014+ -+ T N T e
T S T T | N RN PR
i -
0.08F---teei bl G
0.0+ ereeeek ool oo e
e S Al HER
0.02F+-+---keseee e Y|
I it I A A

0 10 20

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~n 0.2
> r
‘3-.0.18_—

°

(=3 e

>
T T

0.04 Fodeeenns LR
0.02F -t fr oK TE - e
SR PO LS i,
3 tlF T |
o [ ] 14
1_— -+ -m- + e
O™y 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0

o F
D.009F
$.008F
.007F
.006F
°©

0.005F

0.004F

uglicates

0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

o0

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
9.005
(&)
3.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

QF

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

pileup rate vs z

=

o
Jos)

o
o)

I
IS

TR . ™. ¥ T
| RS S S A1 | R R
=0 =10 0 10 20

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N
>
o

0.2
0.18

LU L L L L L L I WL

0.06H - i 2 v niqeetn ] R SO S
-+

0.04 U O P

0.02 S

L O sl

0R[08 6 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10



	Contents
	Page 1


