[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

i R R R REEEEEEEEEE S R

s

). P SN H I DA
£|¥
T

e

1
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—0.05
2

$.045
©

~0.04
.035
20.03
025
0.02
015
0.01
.005F

@
®
o
S
0
0

0

Ratio

1.0

0.95

1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

oo
o

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens boeeenens §

D

i A vt “

7 RURRS SR R S

Ratio

-

AL R 6. 1 S I -

fakerate vs z

Ratio

R R R FEEERERE R EEEE SRR REREEEN

X S S T N

0.6

3020

H ”épg'l'Tl;;TMaﬁfé EHNGE

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.7
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
£0.07
Q
©0.06,
I
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

J__UGHHI..

Ratio

0.95%

=15 =10 =5 0 5 10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

Nooz
.018}
.016F
014F
012F
0.01F
.008F
.006F
004E
002

SdAtey’s

duglicate

0
0
0
0

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
009
008
007
006
.005ft--
2.004
003
002
0.001

>
0
ES
@
®
0
2
3

0

Ratio

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

&

1.0

e
o o
i

0 -5 0 &5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8j

pileup rate vs z

0.6ff---- f

0.4

7SSO SRS SRS SR R W

Ratio

| S

=00 1020

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

1

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.9!

B0 -15-10 5 0 5 10 1

550

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


