[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

1_ """"" E""""""""HWW

s
T

track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%
.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

—_

2
2045
s 04
=}
20.35
o

@®©
i

0.15]

SUETT S N
| SO T Foeeens
0.0Bf+-+-++-+- SR S0 R SRR

Ratio

0.5

O S SISLEITRTERLRRORS
0.25'—1

0.2H

Wy : 5
M

- E%M =

fakerate vs z

Ratio

1
o
I o e e e
o
o

OTTOTgr 17
areE TI’OF:[
are ron

0.95!

-6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

o
0.6
oo

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

0.95%

10 15 20

S S TS
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

o
o
©

008
007
006
D.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicatesdateys z

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

10 0 10 20 30

20 0 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 60

—20

-10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N
>
o

®

3

3004

£
50.08
£0.07
[¢]

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

0.1
0.09

006
3$0.05)

0.03
0.02
0.0

09555215 =10

-5

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



	Contents
	Page 1


