[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Y, SOOI SRR SO SO
e :

0.6~ ¥¥gag - - CRRELRRRRLEE ARRRRELERES

0.4f-weeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR RO R S

= [EEEEEEEEEEE S S ARRREELTELEELEEEEE

_(
o))

1 2
ck ref. pgint r (crrll)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—

£
045

ral

S

duplicate

o
©  w
w_

0.5

0.4

i

0.95C
10°

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
- 0.05
4

$.045
IS
2.0.04
>
3.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02

0.015F -+
0.0%F
¥

o.oos’i

"l

it q
vy

[ Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

3 SRS NI RS N S

R TE SR

0.955

i %é@{-sooo

. RS S S L AU

ol -:- | ..+;. | |

L

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

o o
A

o©
P
[

o
N
5

0865 0 5 10 15 20

= perees s ERRREREE ARRRLLEEIRRLLEE

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

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

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 0 10 20 30

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

Ot

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

0.9-

3520 —10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

%) E
D.045E b

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~0.05
>

80.045]
S
i 0.04
$.035,
o

©0.03

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

20 2

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

-10 8 6 -4



	Contents
	Page 1


