[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

PO |

>

Q

IS

208

8
0.6
0.4f--
0.2

o Q

2 T

@
o}

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
.009
.008
.007
.006-

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

il

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

i A CoTTTTTTeTRT
0.8ty eoviveeeeeee s R RRRRRIEEE
ol +++++;._-0- . .
L¥y Do :
0.6y - e g
[ 4% : +
rotE : :
i 3, 5 i
O o A g
S A B
0.2_ """"" mﬂ-:—*—u—...*_,_‘_"++ T
I S il
0 ] d L . w41
4-— """"""""""" E;'".'? """ """" T
P Pl
B S :;Jr

Fake rate vs

R e

N |
g b : : : : : o
2 ;.‘..ﬂ" gn-n ] \ : .-."
§ 0.8 B T
4 : A n :
8 [ : 1 s
3 : o ¥
T A
[ : : e :
C TR : :
0.4 'fﬂ H++#+++' 4t R ; + """
C : D :
- T e, ++ \ H++H+'

0.2k------ . ....... e .,,.. .. .’?,:MH. H’t‘i ......

L oees®’
° Q i ] ] ] ] ]
R TIPS b e -~
8 [ : : : : :
O STt gaame ST
L : DT S, OWC AR
; Pooaagastamene® sty #7141

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

. T S R SR S A S
0.8

0.6

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

R e o T

20-15-10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.02
.018
.016
.014

Sdatey’s

...............................................

.......................................

by

0 10 0 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

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.

Ul

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1;-

2

BT
i M
H i A [LTES R - e
AR
SRREI B 18 S S
C : Do ¢

T
L ‘o |
i T— ]
%_Jr’cjr.++++++i;;+ ..... .. .‘To.,%,.rf. .. s M =,+"+++F

-M'm""‘
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

e A AP e + S
. : :

e S

e e 2
-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

=



	Contents
	Page 1


