[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

0.6
0.4

0.2

- """""" """

0.8 R RRRRR e

R R T

R
)l
LS

10Q

Ratio

1.

ey

1

0.9t

10 0?
track ref. point r (crrll)

it q

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009F
008F
3.007
%.006

0.005

0.004

icategyatevs

0.003
0.002

0.9

0.8 ]
1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r
{

0 M|

[ FEREE AR s
0.8 g ---------- SRR
S L.
9 S L+

7 SRR RO W1 £ N

Ratio

-+

[ Fake rate vs

R

T%— %é@f—loom

fakerate vs z

0.4+

fa| SIS B |

I -mem- - - ool A

S TR £ 1
T ]|

Ratio

1.--.--...:- - - b4 L.

S

111 | U

[

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

Ratio

T
;

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

................... m
R AP T T
............... %L ARSI

™30 20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02p
> o
®.018F
50168
9.014F
o

B.012

4
£0.01F

(&)
%.008
=) r
D.006F
0.004F
0.002F

1.0

Ratio

B
TTTT T

o
L3

g
T

5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8t H:

0.6

045+

0.2f|+

pileup rate vs z
i
)3

Ratio

100

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

b

©
T
-

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z
o
T

S S S St S SR S

Ratio

0.95!

-5 -10 5 0

=20

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


