[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

=
b
==
=
-
——
—
—_— E
RER s xR
—
— |
—
——

1
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—_

g
045

@®
=

es

©0.35

duplic

0.25

Ratio

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

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

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

N UO- | 1 |
1 S/ ARRREEEERLIEEEEEEES
0.95

1072

1071

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3

0.2

0.1

FTO[ITT I [TIT T[T T T [TI T[T T T[T T Tr[TTTT

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

0.95L

1072 107

Fake rate vs

HE ”épéE'Tm';TM

fakerate vs z

Ratio

9
a

aﬁéﬁu

1_ """ R bl Pl
o . mfkkﬂxﬂ:xxxx%

» . .
: 'L

e RS AR Rl Sl

0.6+

|

0.2

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

AR T SR R S
T

0.6

04t

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

o 920 —t5=10

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.7

0.6

0.5

duplicates rate vs z

0.4F -+
03
0.2

0.1

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

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

Y| S

Ratio

“IIlﬁJmII” 5

0.95%

i

30 —20 -10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates 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

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

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

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

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

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

|

0.6

pileup rate vs z

0.5F -~}

04F---4

0.3

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

0.2

0.1

.

Ratio

H|llluulll|” |
||||n:nn|||||§

0930

-10 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

095557215 -10

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


