[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

e TR

fakerate vs r

0.8 Feeeeeees
0.6+ Feeeepe
0.4f oo R

0.2

10Q

Ratio

1

o8k

1072 107

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

0.8,

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0
1072

1071

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrll)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5

(O R L] AR EE R LR EE

0.3

0.2

0.1

T | L
2 -
PR & 1 T BF I § RRREREREE! &  ARRRR! SRRRE drnneeees
14 :
1 R ARARERLRLED
0.8 B R TEPEES

Fake rate vs

B E%Mi %"?E'%&E?

§§§%$E§$§ﬁuﬁéé_qe8§ s

~n0.05
2]
Q.045:—
T E
60.04:—
= C

0.03
0.025E

[

0.02 :
0.015F++++++weweh -

0.01
0.005

Ratio
-

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

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

~0.05
>
©.045
£
'(7)0.04
$.035
i
©0.03
(0]
$.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio
=
N

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

e

12 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

OB

pileup rate vs z

S RS TR e s o
) SRS NI RS N S

7 SRR SRR SN SR SN B

Ratio
o I
0 . NO
A L A
—

\h Zﬂ; """"

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.7

>
0. 0.09F

Vi

o

o

3
rrrTTTT

o

o

o [o%)
TP T

.PVz(cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


