[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

1

0.8 ERRRREE
0.6+ e
0.4f oo Bees

0'2—----------5 ------

0.8FF
0.6|

o E k3
ey 3 ,B‘#.,P;‘n L)
L2011 AL

1072

0

10

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

Q

el

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrll)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8,

Y| S S :

T SRSSRSPUURS S0 B 1 SO S A
02 % B |

0.7 oo R R SR D
0.6F -+ Beoeeenes eeefeees fooeeenees

pileup rate vs r

05F---------- ---------- ﬂi----dr ------ -----------

Ratio

~0.05
2]
.045
©
50'04
X
$.035
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio

1.2F

0.8]

£

[

r v
=
K

0 10 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~0.05
>
©.045
£
'(7)0.04
$.035
i
©0.03
(0]
$.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio

1.4
1.2

L

0.8

0~ -

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

RFRZ3_HORYUTLIERA 1000evt

q

0.5

Ratio

............................. T

______________________________ T

........................... R

FENEN BN ST A SR ErErE A T BT E B
H

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

q

Ratio

12 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

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

[ Pileu

p rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.7

>
80.09

e

6 8 10
.PVz(cm)

Si

3



	Contents
	Page 1


