[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

il

s

Ly

02
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
= 0.0%

.009
.008

o o o
o O O o
o O O O
w D OO
R R B

0.002F
0.001F
Ry

s
T

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

*’*ﬂﬁ;‘;ﬂ; """" A
DOty :
.......... e e L
H o"’o-‘mi
oo,

e

0.95
1072

%Wwww 1

02
track ref. point r (cml)

—_——
—_—

1

E%M $ = 'T;gnTM

| are

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

o)
a
f

CEIEH

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

—_pareto

Ll

:

10 20 30
ack ref. point z (cm)

=
=

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

N

>
o

()

fakerate vs

0.45
=W

0.5

I
O w
w U1

0.25

I
o 2
01N

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

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

10 1

5 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

Nooa
.018}
.016F
014F
012
0.01F
0.008F
0.006
0.004
0.002

SdAtey’s

duglicate

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05

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

o+ -
§ I |
b s e R
1 8 8 8 e
0.95 Ll H H H H i
Pog 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.

Ul

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Vs s

—r—

os5fp

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

—20 =10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1_

0.95°

ZO 15 10

é 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


