[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

= [EEEEEEEEEEE e L AREEEREER

fakerate vs r

1Y ISR e ST S

0.6+ Foeeeees RN e

Ratio

E . 1
0.95EFH -5 F - T4+ 1+

0_n= H
1072 107

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

- 0.01
4

2.009
©

.008
8

.007
$.006
0.005
0.004

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

0.003
0.002
0.007

Ratio

0 L H
1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

Q
e/

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

~ 0.5 : :
20450t

0t b
0.35F -t eef
0.3F - wweet oo
YT SO S 1
SN W I
0.48F oo

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

fakerate

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

E

Ratio
(=
R

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

0

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

0

o
~

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

0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.3

0.2

o
i

[T T TP T[T T T[T T T T[T T T[T I [T [TTTT

Ratio
=
U

444

+1:

%5515 10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
2]
.009
B.008
%)
9.007
Qo
9.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

%020 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.0
> F . : : : :
R TRatils ST S S
R S Nt R
N7/ RSSO SRS SO .
@ E : : : : :
R Sttt ST S
0 E : : : : :
U e Sk S SRS
o E : : : : :
‘D.004F----- e ARRERRRE e
> o N N N N N
B N A
S S S S
0.0+ erereesfonsen oo
< [ N N N N N
© I : : : : :

L RIS TRURE S SO

!

%0 40 20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

1Ol
1.05F

Ratio

0.95F : : 1 !

o0.qF H ; ; ] H
=30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

. A s S R AR A s

0.8

0.6~

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

S T

10k b f s [ [N
E H H 1 H B kil H

Ratio

(8 SRR | 1R {1411 R

1 E ; EERN b e e

551510 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


