[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

{nﬁm-zm—ﬂm <]
______________________ T
" | -
Lo+
fa| LAY IR AT R
1. W . .
4
1H - -+ B Ll = = REEEE
0.95 H H H

1072 107

track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006]

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

- 05

2 e
L o SRRRRERE SR SRR SREEERRRRLE
@© o H
e N RN G
=] o . . .
0.35F- SRIIIET e
o E : : :

0.3 jeressbereeeenesdenefoeees dresenenees

4

TR T[T T TTTT

oy
A

e

—_——
—_—

1

E%M HZ”"ET”

e S
els

fakerate vs z

Ratio

e
e
e

| e e A PR HEm—

0.8

s 1 S e

O S

02f----- ; ....... ?.."E

v

....'i‘....
]
i
2

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

0¥ =20

I
o

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

1. Es

; 5 i

S BT 113111 R
095t il BLLELLEL ]

-20 -15 -10 -5 O 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

dDDD
lcoo
ol
o|555
Blece
e
555
—rith
535
DD

0

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

) U R DO U N

Ratio

0.5

%0

~40

=0

0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=20

=10

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.8

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

) S
% SRR SRR SRR RN SRS SO
PN P TN I W 1. W L, A | AP

3

0.6

0.afoio f

0.3F-----5--mo-

T SR A A R s

Ratio

i

0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


