[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

I=--eeeeees ottt I A

T3

b

I —— ++'- ﬁ‘“‘%’

0.95L
1072

=

O—l

02
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.
b4
20.09
©
=0.08
4
©0.07
g
20.06
o

o
o
=
TTTI T

-

0—1

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

o
©

o
)

IS
IS

I
N

e D s

0.95L
1072

10‘1 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

~ 0.8

fakerate vs

Ratio

0.7
0.6
0.5
) S0 S TS S
0.3
0.2

T R Sl -

tjplllﬁbldlllblvlbavv J.Lf U OIDILIIVIIV pIUlIIJQIVI T

= W

o
orTgtTar_Po

o To

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.5
> N N N N N N N
L S L S A At
£ SR VU ROV SO O
@ QAP

fakerate vs

o
[SEErR)
w

[

.25+ eene e

I
o 2
01N
P

*

&

H

:

b

0.95%

et

8515 =10 —'5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.1
2
5009
£0.08
3
£0.07
=
£0.06
fe]
0.05 .
0.04f} -
0.03
0.02F-
0.01

-10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05

F0.02F -3+ F %
g poopeef e

> : : : : :
L AR S S S SR
£ S VO T
ey T A
0| SR SRR U S N
Q : : : : :
R s et

o et

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

TS SO OO SO OSSO
% R A e
0.005fF - rreeboemsboneedinnd

......

+

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

o
[e2]
!
[

®

I
N
!
:

o
®
!
c}j
.

1

=
T

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

o
©

o
o

o
IS
[

S T T SR S S S

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

0.2+ ek e bt S

0.9!

0 =15 =10

N
T
.
g3
1
3

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



	Contents
	Page 1


