[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

]— ---------- mesesneseee R LR R

0.4f-weeeee Feoeee- B X% TERARE. TR

7, SRR NSRS

Ratio

0.95!

1072

Fake rate vs

1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrll)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02

.016F
014F

licatesyatevs

@ D
o
=
N

018+ ------o- Feeenenees :

] +

-

0.95
1072 107

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrll)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

Fo | N A
L g . - "T:

0.95'2 ; n ; :

10™ 10™

o P P
0.8 R el fonnnnnnnnes
0.6 P R REEEIRE: e

[ : .%4 :
e Froeeeenens A TERARS. TR

7 SRR R ¥ SR SO

ES —m
est—m

D

auiL

1P Ptest

fakerate vs z

-0 0 10 20 30

055

=20
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

o
N

£0.35

fakerate vs Sim
o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15)
0.1
0.05

1.

Ratio

e

%55

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~0.02p

» F
Q.OlS_— ----- Peeeee e

B.016F
(2]
9.014F
S T F
B012F
204
0.01
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002F

1.0

Ratio

B
TTTT T

0935 =20 -10

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.03
>
£.009

5.008

$.007
[V]

9.006
)
$.005
(&)
2.004fF -
=) .
9.003 :
0.002F -
0.001--+#++f -+
SRS S VOV TVUUL FVPE POUE TOURR PV P
5 F i [ TR
T
l-—----r».

095510 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0 5

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

1Y OSSO S5 0 OIE SO

10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

30

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

o

o
2}
[

0.95%

K A SRR RLERLRRLL ARRREERLREIEREE

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

710 5 0 5

0 -15



	Contents
	Page 1


