[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

- - e

| TR """""" :cmzxw—m‘q;ﬂ' +-+'=HH>'

0.4f--wemees Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

ISR SRR SRR S

[

0.95

|. - - - el

1072

107
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos

~0.02

.016]
.014

duplicajessatevs

0.004 - --nm e B 1. o
0.002f - -vrmeirrmrrrre e
¢.u0: | T - 1

018+ Fereneneesed e :

012F
0.01F
0.008F
0.006F

Ratio

0.95

1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2]
D.045
T
£0.04
=}
2.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015

0.015*

0.005

Vs

Ratio

oy

0.95L

—_——
—_—
—_—

E%M H

fakerate vs z

Ratio

A "HT@

o
a

n
ax

MF\XV&%%

1

0.4

0.2

R R s

T et s s S S

v

=

0.95L

=30

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

=20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

B

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

N o 05
@ 045
€0.04
[}
9.035
=
£0.03
fe]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.0
0.005

!

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02

> o
20.018F

5016

%.014
g
®.012
3
£ 0.01
(&)
$.008
=}
9.006
0.004
0.002

50 5 1'0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

|J llIIJllIIllIII|||||“||||“”H )

Ll 1)1

=20

=1

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
0.045
=
‘{,—)0.04
$.035
2
«so 03
@ 025
20,02
0.015
0.01

T
.
.

0.9!

0 =15 -10

5 10 1

520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


