[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

| """""" ' """" -

02
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

DOM—FF

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008
.007
.006

LA LAY LAY RARL LA

o o o
o O o
o O O
w b O
1 T

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

0.002F

0.001F

o +0f i ;

b5 T L E

& 1FF - % -:=<:=:-'--=: -15"..,“-'!?‘!:"“- IR
ol

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

e D s

~ 0.8

fakerate vs

Ratio

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-.0.45
€
o 04

fakerate vs

I
O w
w U1

0.25

I
o 2
01N

0.95%

=15 =10 -5 0510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05

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

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

e
T

7Y
o -

—H
Jo

: * .....
510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

R T LA S S

E...... beoeeees P : b
YW

0.

[$2]
=
+—ﬂ—
5
>
o
=
2

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

'S S EE S S S S
o

+#
0.2f-5een T T PP PR
J..UC-""I""i""I""I""I""I""I""
1:_ _______ b ildg LEL LBl

i ETTPPEPRRETTER] [
0956 -15 10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


