[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

SR IR

0.4f#%- o Foeeeees ;

0.2+ R f

— 05
2
50.45
©
= 0.4
[}
%0.35

S

s

0.95

s

1072 10

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

pileup rate vs r

Y S S v
U N S S
A TS U WO
0.3F-------- A RERPRPTIREE ------------ -----------
0.2F oo S G

) S S SOTES TR S

e 1Y

Ratio

0.95

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

D
D

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

—— D

VM_TT __originafREDOI00
éM_TI originalREDO100f
M~TT originalREDO100fb

1 s -

0.8

X S
7 SRS S -

Rt S

~n 0.2
» . g o
- : 20'18
Sl ’ €0.16F
. . g
: < 0.14F
e r
50.12
0.1

0.02F

0.08f-----
0.06f-----+-
0.04f-w-vooi-

v

+OF

Ratio

[T~

.
T T

o oo

0983550 =10

3

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

T
+

010 20 30 0% '
track ref. point z (cm)

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

T

O
O R S

0o

N 0.2

u
T

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0 %

N 0.5

2 SR T

OB
L] R Sl S S SRS S
0.3+ +++rebesreeetennese e
R et SIS STE LT S
O R S A S
0.2
0.15F

0.1

leup ral

pI

0.05]
.

Ratio

|||Illu§uull||||E
: ||||||n§n||||||||§

0.95!

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N 0.5
>
80.45
£
B 0.4
£0.35
g
g 0.3
o
3025
202

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o
a
o
o



	Contents
	Page 1


