[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

-

R T T e

&

0.95

.
LEL L

------------ B R TP TR

1072

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
g
2.009
g
:0.008
[
®.007
e
2.006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

q

Ratio

0.5

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.2

| SEEEEEEEEES """" "" """"""
0.8 e S, S
0.6+ Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

[ Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

o
Jos)

o
fe)

I
IS

o
N

1ps------ B EEERED BB

[l
(]

=

P
T
N

i

ba----- [P [ . X

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

N

Ratio

fakerate

0.5

o
w

0.25

0.15

0.05

0.3

10
12

1.1

20 2 4 6 8
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

E@&étéééﬁ%@gﬁ@&ihﬂsﬁ

~ 0.0]
[

$.009
$.008
)

29.007
=]

2.006
T

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

I USROS RO SOSUIN SO

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

>
30.09
=
=0.08
20.07
o
©0.06
o
8005
20.04
0.03
0.02
0.01F--
QF

Ratio

0.5




	Contents
	Page 1


