[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

1
0.8 b

0.6t

0.4+

0'2—---u--- -i--- e n e :

s

o

0.9

-
L

0.8
1072 10 0?
rack ref. point r (crrll)

it q

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
3.007
%.006

0.005

0.004

icategyatevs

0.003
0.002
0.007

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

o e S RRREEEEEEE ERREEEEEEEtEEEEEE R
2 L :
@ L :
@ L :
- .
S 0.8 Geeeinens
2 [ :
a B :
061+ {- == Hehpof e oeepee e
L | 4 : :
0.4 e F1 0 O ) T 3 IO OO
r : 1 4 4
- 1 4
| : 14 I *
0.2k g e s T B S
: Lo d : :
: 13
3 .
o L PRI | L
fo | SEERE CERRRE: F ERFRE | B SREPrRE foafeeeeeeeee
& EoT ] : {3
| P R T Ee L e
r ] f ]
[ . 1| F .
0s ] A ]

=
o

A
S

[ Fake rate vs

t
RN

fakerate vs z

Ratio

T%— %ﬁé@ﬁ-sooom

I=------ T 8-

0.8+t

0.6~k

R

P N I

10 0 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

= perees R S R SERRRE

o
[
!

o
o)
[

o©
P

o
N

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0

2]
9.009F
B.008F
%)
9.007F
(&)

9.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

o0

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

n 0.01
>
.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
9004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001]

Ratio

0.5

QF

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 0

0.8+

pileup rate vs z

0.6~

o

2E

Ratio

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N s

> T : :

e L : :

E b :

n 0.8f------ R o E

[ u . . .

> L : .

9 | : : B 3

S 0.6f ]  ARRER  PEPRRPRIPRRRRRS: foofeees

Q o H H .

>3 . .

3t + 4 & :

= - : : :
(o SETEEEE S EEEEES: [RRIDL SEEEERIE-E Gk
0.2t T e LT

Ratio

0
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


