[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

=

0.9

0.8
1072

10

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

| R """""" """

o 0: NPT BRI RN B
L O S I 3111 SO N
S o _*
l_.“,..lmlA.xl . “: a8 ‘ P& S
[ T++ ..T IT. Ir .
1

1
track ref. pgint r (cr%)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

il -5

.

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.4~

0.2

R

P I I PP
S A
i ."‘""fu...ﬁ

; AN
EARTE

0.95%

=30

10 0 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

.

0.95]

TTTTTTTT

BRI

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

il

0.8

prrrTreTeT

duplicates rate vs z

0.6
0.4i-

oL it

e

o

Ratio

1fse

0.9

(i

%80 -20 =10 0

=30

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 05

>0.35

dup

©
° i O
= 01N

Ratio

i
T

F H .
5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4 1

""" A A
: . ";
...... UL SR URRNR A
I
|
Pt 8
""" I
» =
: 2 :
|'-ﬂ"s|ﬁ._. T
L : ] D Tedy ‘ _______
-20 -1 510

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5



	Contents
	Page 1


