[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

| [EEEEEEEEEEE e -

-
¥

B Ty,

aﬂwm"' o d
OJ--W,\ FEETERTIT | L |||||! ||||||! L1
g bl WL :

1: ¢ ‘|L A E S R = PP

0.95L L " i

1
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—0.05
2

F3
©

~0.04
.035
20.03
025
0.02
015
0.01
.005

@
®
o
S
0
0

0

Ratio

045

D T 5. R
BLL LAl
095 . .

1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

v M| PR |||! MR |||! L
<

Ratio

1WHNWWM+++T5§:’:; it i e 1
F . [ B .

Fake rate vs

H

”éyéE'Tm';T@

o
a

n
ax

a#f-%éﬁu

fakerate vs z

0.4

0.2

p

....|...°P |||

s------- CEEREEEERERE e e

Ratio

J||||um|||| |

o3

e

0983530

10

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.7
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
£0.07
Q
©0.06,
I
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

B

v
4
.s

095545 =10

5 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N O 0l
.009
.008
.007
.006]
.005
.004
.003]
.002

%]

?
g

duglicates

0
0
0
0

0.001

Ratio

favs)

0.95!

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

=20 =10

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
.009
.008
.007
.006
.005

>
o
?
3
Q
o

§

(&)
2.004

%
0

Ratio

.003
.002
0.001E

1.0

gL SR
0 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

FRve)

Ratio

1h---

|Ell. -:-lll

[ I

@ e e e @ - - oy

0.95]

=30

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

=0 -10

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

1_

o

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z
o

h " P
H H H R
& . . .
@WMWW“‘W* ‘P¢ .
. . R
R R R I

0.95°

------ S

—ZO —15 —10

5101520
Sim. PV z (cm)

5



	Contents
	Page 1


