[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

0.4 FERTPRREE -

e R S ==

duplicates rate vs r

i [EEEEEEEEEEE R -

| =
0.2=%
o 10— | Y S ST R o b il il
§ b ++‘-H-+5+"' - § 1:— ----- 4»-.-.- -----
1' M B . - W%E'ffxi :
: 0.95F - ---nnenit RN ) 2 0 N I I LU X S
- : 3 st 51 I
[ ] : E : : :
0.95! L 1 s ' N

1072 10‘1

track ref. pomt r (crrll)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.4f=--wm-mes »

| oEEEEREEEEE [EEEEEEEEEEE R -

Y ISR e

Y ISR S RN A

0.2 g

n Ll IR ETTT | Ll L
(O 0 10 RO (TS
; :
q
0 11 8 (! - T
T4 |
R H

[ Fake rate vs

Sl ?E@%E :

%é\; t-1000t

fakerate vs z

7 RO SRR SN SR SN B

duplicates rate vs z
© o o o o o
w D [4)] (o] ~ [ee]

o
[N

o
N

o O ; o+
T b : | IS
© K v x

L d e r

0930 —20 =10 0 10 20 30 0-9530

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

track ref. point z (cm)

-20

~10

0

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

o
N

£0.35

o
w

fakerate vs Sim

0.25

~ 0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5

0.4

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV

02 v 03
0.15 Z
: 0.2
[0 T T S S S A A e FR—
0.05E 0L
3 | 3
4 E x

e

0.95

S '

0 -15 -10

-5

10 15 20

Il

Sim. PV z (cm)

-15

“10 5

0

5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.5
0.4

0.3;-

0.2 T R

o : )

L . [ .

. Y TR
o Lot

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

D

e
TTTT T

0.95%

i

=20

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

15 -10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


