[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

R P :

Ratio

1 C
+ 11T
L+
B T

0.95!

1072 107

1 2
ref. pgint r (crrll)o

[ Dupl

icates Rate vs vertpos |

Ratio

s | si2 SR B
0.9 H H
1072 1 2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

e e
0.8 s R
0.6+ eeenee ............
Y| — S —

7 SRR SRR R S

0 M|

oy

NSV NENET.
YRR
H L

+

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

[ Fake rate vs

W

! 4 EWaVaYa
VCLIUT _ITUUUTVT

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

=

|

]—al- ----------- e

9 LivL

bttty

Ratio

1414

0 10 20 30

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

track ref. point z (cm)

~N 0.2

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

05

~0.05—— : : : :
® E : : : : :
o e S SRS SETLE SRS
C0.04F -+t neenes e RPRTRPS % EERPF SPRRRE
0 E : : : : :
$035 ot b i
L E : : : ] :
R e i 3 R e
© o . . . H
0.025f -+ hweehes oo Bl
7 Feeeees e o1 frecees
0.018f -+ prne AR I
00T+ heee TR e 7 S ERERIRRR
0.005F -+ Hﬁ ----- e * g
N M Yo T
o +WBF : : : : :
v 1:— ----------- - R
0.95F -+~ JHHHHEHEHRI RN, 5
°%5 =20 -10 0 10 20

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Dupl

icates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02
>
f.018

H.o16

%014
[V]

9.012

3
$o.01
(&)
%.008
=)
9.006
0.004
0.002

Ratio

1.0

N
L . e e
+
n
)
—ooooo.) Eoooes
.
u
Hi

o
©
O

=
o

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.2

0835 -2

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

o
2}
[

S S S S S S S

0 05

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


