[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

—

fakerate vs

Fake rate vs

0.45

0.25

0.15

0.5

0.4

0.35F

0.3F e

0.2

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

1__ """""" ----- %}ﬁ{mﬂ-ﬂ-% ----------

08:—{}4““'% """" ‘ """"""
e =
- :Q- &

0.6_— """"" P N R
L +

0.4 R I SEIE

02 oo
. Anlllélly ‘ ’ <£=> ----------
T ””TsI|| | | 5 5

0.05L ; ; ;

1072 107 2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

N

e ok
20-18F ke
m - .
S0.16F i
=< E :
B0 14w+
0.12F -+

Ratio

0.08F------ . .
0.06f-----
0.04F------
0.02F oL

?é éﬁggg nea/TrS

0.2

05| SEERERE PRER

v

s
T

0.95;

1l

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

n0.02p
> o
©0.018f
B.o16f
8.014f
o " F
9.012
e
$0.01
0.008F
0.006f
0.004F

B

0.95%

=20 15 lO

-5 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2r-

FRve)

0.95°

hilll;
——

ulEI’

P

=30

100 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

Ratio

1_

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

10 15 20

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07

)
.009
9.008
o
.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

...... e U
...... i P
...... S, PR

Ratio

10 0 10 20 30

=20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
%0.009
%.008
9.007
3
©.006
o
2.005
9.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

QE

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0



	Contents
	Page 1


