[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

o oo Trreereeeees R SRS
2 L

8 -

s | : : :

3 . . .

L 08 Bereeneesees R R IERIEEEEEE
S f : : :

o

T

Ratio

&

0.95L

Fake rate vs

track ref. pomt r (crrll)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

= 0.05
4
2.045
©
~0.04
8
9.035
50,03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

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

1QF

Ratio

11| -

U=k -de T F M

1072

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

0.2

| oEEEEREEEEE [EEEEEEEEEEE R S LR IEEEEEEEEEE
1Y IR, e
Y bt

0.4fseeenees FERTPRREE e 1

Ratio

4

+#++++%+++++ +++++#

0.95C

1072

0‘1 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

Eg@fmﬁE@gﬁg 903

fakerate vs z

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

o
N

fakerate vs Sim
o
w

0.25

0.15)

T
:
X
;

+
%
%

09557215 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

1..

o
©

o
o

duplicates rate vs z

©
~

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

10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02

0 -5 0 5 10 15

20

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

Ratio

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

[ Pileu

p rate vs.sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

0.95%

=20

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

-5 -10 -5 6 é



	Contents
	Page 1


