[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

- ﬁ--w ----- el -

fakerate vs r
o

(0]

T

: ",‘
.

e

0.4f-weeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR RO R S

Ratio

;

0.95! .
1072 10t
track ref. pomt r (crrll)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0

El

0.
0.
0.
0.
0.00%

licatesyatevs

009
008
.007
006
005
004
003
002

1071

= 0.14F
Q o

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrll)0

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.2
2 o
[0) 0.18__
© E
2 0.16F
g o

0.12F

0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

MRS RARN RS B

EI ‘?EJ:FEE i 9@?&&6

[ Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

3 SRS NI RS N

7 RO SRR SN SR SN B

ol b b b e |

Ratio

i
Ty T

o

12
w
o

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z
I=--eeee et T iy ARt

o
[
!
.

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
I
¢

o©

P
!
H

o
N
[

Ratio

e

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5

R I B

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

=0

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
.009,
.008
.007
.006]
.005

>
©
B
H
®

$

o
3.004

%
0

Ratio

.003]
.002
0.001F

2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

.simPVz]

~ 0.7

>
0.0.09

Ratio

o

L
L

A

0.95F

=20

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

215 -10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


