[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

e e
0.8+ b
0.6+ P

R

------------------ T
................ et
N +*
+ = +
R ¢ T L,
-
N -
+
- T

0.2F e a4
;"’* ““; 4

7 I AY
LIFHATFHH:

o9k

4 B ]
JOSY S 60 1 0 0 6 R

B b .

i

0.8

1072 107

=

[ Fake rate vs

T

fakerate vs z

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
009
008
007
@ 006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

licatesyatevs

0.001

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

[ [ Aol

Y ISR RN T A

ot

pileup rate vs r

0.4

°-2_‘"""ﬂ

T T
e
Eors o r P

o Q4 '! L . L
= I . . -y
S F IR A
T 4 B Fee
E L | : : 1
T4 g U P
107 10™*

1 R

0.8
0.6
0.4

0.2~

A

i

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2F b foomihe e
0.1¢

:|||||||||||||||||||||
LUC

N *

o . &

- . . T

R R e =

E -
0.9F----i--- 1Fi i

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

50 5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

n 0.01
>
.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
9004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001]

Ratio

0.5

QF

%0

20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

~40

0.8

pileup rate vs z

4o

0.4

0.2~

Ratio

AN {11121

e
TTTT T
4
1]
£

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

w
o

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

1 .

b
©

o
2}

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

o =Lr T
5 ¢ T F T B
ot «m«;:;_?;aq“ SEr e uE e SR
005t LU LIELCLEGLELTELELIEL
=20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


