[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

....................................... e

0.8 - R ok ELEE TR
HE

L. | |||! |

A

0.95L

1072

10

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrll)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.1

1071

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (cr%)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

R
le¥aa, ety
L o

f++++*+#’f++++4+k++;+H L

0.95C

1072

0‘1 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

fakerate vs z

B E%Mi %"?E'%@E?

|

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

010

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

o
~
I

o
fe))
[

o
3]

I
N

o
[

o
[N

o
i

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

.......

0 5 10

15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

§%§:$E§$§ﬁuﬁég_qeﬁg foes

10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02p

> F : : :
B.018f -+ ke

.016f -t

B .014F
Q
©.012
3
£o.01
(&)
2.008
=)
.006f--
0.004
0.002F

.....

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

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

Vs |

Ratio

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

15 20
.PVz(cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.5

0.4f+

0.3

0.2F-|

0.

[y

T T T T T TR

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

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

alllkL]

llid

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.5+

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.7E

0.95%

=20

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

15 -10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


