[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

1

e

T

&

*

1 2
rack ref. pgint r (crrll)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

- 0.01
4

2.009
©

.008
8

.007
$.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.001F

P

- -, e
T . +L h .
n 2

0.95
1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (crrll)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8,

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

o wf— cevad vl aandll
s 4
o4 i

107

[ Fake rate vs

M
i

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.4

0.2

W

! 4 EWaVaYa
VCLIUT _ITUUUTVT

..
T~

L

1.0 T .
||||| o ll||
1 |||I' II||

0930

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

=20 =10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

o
fos)

o
o)

1

‘e : : :
LT memtenatonagr

e

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

05

5

~ 0.0

2]
.009
B.008
%)
9.007
Qo
9.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003

0.002F
0.001
o ~ep
T [
o L

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0

>
.009
5.008
B.007
o
B.006
[}
$.005

o
B.004F
g E

9.003

© wOftpr
T H T 1L
o I |
i : . Er=ano A
°Bo 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

o
o
o1
TTTT
——=

L "I

Lt

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

~ 0.5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5

0



	Contents
	Page 1


