[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

Jos)
T

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

=
==
——
—_
——
.
p—

1071

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

1071

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

— 0.2
g
2018
@©
50.16

> E :

20.14F------

[ E :
0.12F -

o.ﬁﬂ ----- ;

0.08--

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

0.06F-+-{}----

101

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

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

*55%

'ET'%“EEH

T T SR TR T

S St TN S S o
7 SRS S SS A SN

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

0.95L

®0 =20 -10

0

100 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.6

0.4

1_"",' """ e

R T R

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

0.95%

S RS TR

0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

2
20.09
£0.08
3
£0.07
=
50.06
fe]
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01
20

Ratio

|||ll§Jlll|||
|||||§m||||

0.95%

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.1
>
2.0.09
£
70.08
£0.07
2
©0.06
3
£0.05
Q
=0.04
=}
©0.03
0.02
0.01

815 =10 50510 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.09
=0.08
©0.07
0.06
0.05]
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

ate vs z

up

pil

Ratio

0.95%

hllfuul”

|||II§IIII|||

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.
>
8.0.09
£
50.08
£0.07
g
«so 06
30 05
3004
0.03
0.02
0.01

0.9!

0 =15

~10 -5

510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


