[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

- : """""" : """ - ': """"""
Y, S SRS S —
0.6+ Foeeeees ------------ -----------
7 R T R —

7 SR LSRR SR S

Ratio

Fakeratevs{ ——

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

= 0.05
4
2.045
©
~0.04
8
9.035
50,03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

1Q

Ratio

(oEI T KRR

f1:48

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

i A I

pileup rate vs r

I Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7, SRR SRR R S

Ratio

!
¥
el
:2_;—
=5
.HT

erautlt
eSI—MKEI
eSI—MKEITE!
est—mKFI

' Felest

- T
o .

0.8+

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

]ns-:n:‘--—-l----------------------------------

PERPTICAE

Ratio

0.9F-{1-

0 10 20 30

|
QW
o

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

vs Sim
o
iy

£0.35

o
w

fakerate

0.25
0.2
0.15)
0.1
0.05

Ratio

o

0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

~0.05

o b1
o e A A S
80.04fF-----heeeeee RPN RRERNE SERRR :
0 H H H H "
B.03Bf -k
=] . . . . :

2-0.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015

!
0.005f e rheseioneennes o RO

T T
o wp-man .
IS C : ]
R = T S A T T
osf-—+ il MM HEHA L
20

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8 -t g

pileup rate vs z

e e o s o

lal :

W .
PR A |

A]

. #'}”;‘5

210 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

10]

1.05

Ratio

k1

N

0935 20

w
o

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

S S S St S SR S

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z
o
o]
!
+
L

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


