[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

Q0
I
.:......n..:.........

0_4;.“4. ....... .-

- - -

0.95!

I T 0.003f 0.003
Y, IS AU U S 0.002f} 0.002
I : 0.00%E} 0.001
L] g Hl g
TR oot S
1072 10" : 10 0? *To 10+ 1 10 0? 10-
track ref. point r (crrll) track ref. point r (crrll)
BaM—eHeH 3 etor—1000ewt

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

- 0.01
4

2.009
©

.008
8

.007
$.006
0.005
0.004

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01
g
#.009
©
2.008
>
3.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004

fakerate vs z

Ratio

TRZ 1000ev

t

0.8

0.3
0.2

0.

iy

0.6+ heemeee
0.5k eeene ;

O S -

% SR TR

1.05)

e

0 10 20 30

0.95!

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

[y

TTT [T I T T[T ITT[TTTT[TTTT]

-

............... L
S R e

e

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
2]
.009F
B.008F
%)
9.007F
Qo
9.006F
©
0.005F
0.004F
0.003F
0.002F
0.001F

1.0

Ratio

AP IS S IS I B
20 10

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

1.0

Ratio

B
TTTT T

o
d‘ltg

43 5 40 1 2 3 45

Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ Pileu

p rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>

5.009
5.008
$.007
o

.006

Q.
D.005F

F.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

QF

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

0



	Contents
	Page 1


