[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

w Foo EEEEEEECEERE SEREEED EaEEECEEEEREEED
g L :
@ L :
@ [ : : :
S . . .
JOREOK: CIEREPRRPE CRERPEPERPRE: SERRI Y F EEPESERPEPERR
© L : : :
s
E 2
° ; :
I : :
4 ; EEREERIEER
09 A1l ;

1072 107

Fake rate vs

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

:
g
o
©
:
[%]
9
9
p=}
©

0
0

0

Ratio

0.05
.045
0.04
.035
0.03
.025
0.02
.015
0.0%
.005

Q

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

T

Y IO b}

) R m—

Y SRS SO

i ottt ottt

Ratio

; 1:"" """" STt P "' """
> :
Q B N
8 r :
SO Rc R 111 SRR SRS ST -
~ L4 :
0 .
S e St E
0.4 I b
S L S 1 A
o ]
L KRS || L
PSRN BrEre . i B B U | P
o & A—— 1NN
S ! : : :
I AR 11 R q +-
: af :
I i E A &
-30 -2

20 -10 ©0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.7
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
£0.07
o
$0.0§
e
$0.05
0.04F -
0.03F----+ 4]
0.02
0.01

5 0 5

Sim. PV z (cm)

?
D
g

0.0
.009
.008
.007

BRTKZ3 1P9R3UTLIERS 1000evt

9.006

D
0
0
0

.005
.004
.003
.002

0.001]

Ratio

Q
v

it

T[T
[+
e

500 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0

>
©
B
H
®

$

.009,
.008
.007
.006]
.005

o
3.004
S

A
0

0.001

Ratio

.003]
.002

0

1.5]

Sim. PV z (cm)

™ - P IR ELEELED RRRREEEE SRRITED =aas
A -In.. Py
) [ T . :
€ ool Ji g o s T
g OB o e
=] s . . 4 .
] N : : : :
S bl 5
0.6 [ (1o i
0.4 i1 HHE (b
0.2 [ oreebeesme e

D

Ratio

e
TTTT T

095 10 0 10 20

-20

w
o

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z
o
T

e SRR LR L RLLL SLLLRLIRRLLES

b

©
T
.

15 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


