[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008

2k : 5

g 07 — .+#*.??"f¥ ‘

[ o4t

B 0.6 R AR 444
FRiL

I SRREALE SR

04§+++ """""" """ ‘

e R R

0.

HIN
I
L

P S b -

Ratio
1
'_"—
g
= |
may

0.95!

1072 101 1

1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

007

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

o
o
()]

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

1071

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrl])0

pileup rate vs r

0.2+ b s

PO S T

-4 : :
T :
0_4_.....f++.5 ........... +

Ja) | |
o ERVS) N
= .
[] + B
@ T4(T
L +: + 14
ATIF FTTTTF AE=S
4. B
I . TI4T 4
- hi b +
0.95 t

101

1 2
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

Fake rate vs

—_—

M”CKEREFit 1000evt

B VM_CKEFIT 100Uevl
D

M_NOTESTCKF_1000evt

]—' T PR EREEEE

~ 0.0

fakerate vs z

il

[
.009

B.008
%)
9.007
Qo
9.006
e}
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

1.0

Ratio

B
T

L

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

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

N S S

> 1_ : : : :

oo [ : :

E b i : :

n O.8—----;-+--5 ------------ R A S

[ r . . . .

> : : : :

Q N : * : :

© : : : :

5 0.6 : : - : :

e N : : : :

s | : : T
| O S S s
02 i

[ ....I....I...i....

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

-10 5 0 5

ST

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

10

|
o
d)..

IE.
N

|

1 2 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

Ratio

+
oFe
W4 AR AL AU ARG AR ) S
-20

-10 0

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

L +|
b

0.95!

-2

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

15 -10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


