[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

arses| — B H I‘HQEH

1_ """

s

track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%
.009
.008

o o
o O
H U
T T

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

s

-1+ T ........ $ofpeeees
LT %Hf#ﬁ. A

] Fhool o a0 @
o g T e LULLULELL b

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

I

Ratio

_a L
_""_

= 5
| {yaans
===x:

fakerate vs z

Ratio

I S R S

0.8—-% ----- RN e

0.6f----heeeees e
N .
A9 S DA

02 b

W =20 =10 0
track

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1'0 2'0 30
ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.6

R

04t

7 SR O S S

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02r
.018
.016
.014F
.012
8 o
= 0.01

[S]

2.
= -
.006F
.004
.002

>
o
?
3
Q
o

D
0
0

Ratio

008|

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

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

1.0

TR T

B
o 1
L

0 -5 0 &5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.7f-- oo
O R

0.5 - wwrineees :

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

Ratio

it

—-—o-
e

- 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~n 0.5

09557215 -10

=0 é 161520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


