[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.5p

4 F : : :

0 0.45F - Freneeeeed ARRRRREEE AR
- - - -

G 0.4 grecoreenees
X F

& E

0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

035+ e ST
VK SRR Beceeneead oo fooeeeenes

Ratio

+

|TT

0.95!

10‘2

1071

1
track ref.

pomt r (crr]D

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6 Foeeeeees :
e Freenen ;

0.2+ R f

Ratio

0 M| M|

10‘1

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

efautt

Fakeratevs{ ——

es —m
est—m

1P Ptest

~ 0.5
~0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3]
0.25
0.2
0.15)
0.1
0.05)

fakerate vs

Ratio

~ 0.0
2]
9.009
B.008
%)

9.007
O
3.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

0
1.4F

Ratio

1.2F

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

track ref. point z (cm)

~0.05
>
©.045
£
$0-04

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

=0

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.03
>
£.009

5.008

B035E 5 g4
Q

$0.03
(0]
$.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

1.

Ratio

.

$.007
2
9.006
)
9.005
(&)
2.004]
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

6 é

o O

T 14

o t

1.2
S0 =4 58 8 0 D 9 U S P 9

|
[N
o

-2 0 2 4 6
Sim. PV z (cm)

8 10

30

pileup rate vs z

0.4

0.2

Ratio

b

093530 10

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

- , """ ,'

o
[
!

o
2}

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

g L :
= F :
c F o :
. i
15 -10 -5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

05



	Contents
	Page 1


