[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

108

1.05

0.95

18}

0.9

1072

track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
2
2.009
T
0.008
(O]
©.007
g
$.006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

q

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

1

o
©

pileup rate vs r

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0.95

1072

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

IIl—'UIclIIIIII

N

0.2

") "
gRthes TV
orl lna option
OI'I ina —opfion
_Orl na —option

O e A AT 2 i g g
— O SrsreTviT VEpTotrBOM—

-
T

=3
1

Ullgllld

1]
a

¢
80'18
©
50.16
X
£0.14

0.12

0.1

0.08F
0.06
0.04
0.02

ffff,\ﬁf?fff:f:ff.fffffff;ffffff
211
o f"m?nlgﬁ*ﬁ::::::j?:::::::

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

N

0.2

>
20.18

Ratio

&

&

A

ol

éim. PV z (cm)

D.009F
$.008F
@ E
%.007E
e E
B.006F
0.005E
0.004F
0.003f
0.002F
0.0012—

0 10 20

=20 =10

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
9.005
(&)
3.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

N 0.5

20.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25]

ate

=

plleup

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

=50 =10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~n 0.5

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


