[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

I=--eeeeees A CoTTTTTTeTRT

s

track

1 2
ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

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

Ratio

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5

P UL 73 SRS SR S

0.3

0.2 ek

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

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

—_——
—_—

fakerate vs z

Ratio

E%M i

_uu%u arR
— Sl na—oL_E

_SI na—o

CJ

2

OOO
>555(

1 R

L

0.6 ooty

7 SRS SRS S S

7, RS RS RN N SO

L
k1 | Freeos 20- - - -
b, f

0
track

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0 20 30
ref. point z (cm)

0.8p :
0.7F
0.6F
0.5
0.4F
17200 1. O S 1
0.2F -t R SR O A
0| SR S
RN
il
0920 ~i5 10 =5 161520

Slm PV z (cm)

~ 0.0

D.009
% 008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

duglicates

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

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

Ratio

0 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

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8
0.7
0.6

0.5

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.95!

04F---i-

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

=20 -10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.9!

0 =15 10

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

-5



	Contents
	Page 1


