[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

1

10 T
1.05F LT

¥ "'“ TR
0.95E + {1 | ST

0.9

1072

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

i [EEEEEEEEEEE e  SRRREEEEEED

L .
n MEETRRTIT | L sl " T | IR ETTN
1.9 HER .
B LCEfT [ :
L +l4‘l LLE -+ [
f TH L 5
0.95 L L L
1072 107 1 2

1
track ref. pgint r (cr%)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

L

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

e

=== "':'-'{"'. """"
R T N I I
301 W S -
F - : :

= L STV | * L .
E 4, a0 .

F E+++ ++E +++ *

0.95!

[0
o

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

—20

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

[y
TTTTT

N

R TR T

Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

1F--
1) SRS S SUNS MSUNS S

0.6

0.4

0.2

-
@

T

H 4 H
0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

2
&

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N

>

up

d
©
HIS
a

Ratio

0.5

0.35

©
[N

o
B

0.05
10

1.3

1
—20

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 5 0 5

—15

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

R T R
i
SN I RO VO™ SO N S

- LY 5
0.4l S AR

L s

C g i o
0.2 Atk O A

L g
LGj....i.._.'..........r' e

E i } : E :

11 L S RPAREEE SRLRIRES 81| | RREEEREEEE

E I|+.a+’*.-: -mu.*. i

3 [ |
5 11
O8G 20 10010 2030

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

10

S
5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


