[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

i R R R e LR
.........................

...................

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.05
g
#.045
8
~0.04
Q
®.035
S
50.03
(=]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005]

q

Ratio

X SRR Foeeenaennd e e

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~ 02
2 F
2018
©
5 0.16F
> L
20.14F
Q -
0.12F
0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04
0.02

Ratio

N
>

fakerate vs

Ratio

0.15

0.05

£
I

§§W E'EFTEOW*BT@SPW%&E&

0.5

9% N T T S
I -
Y% SN T o
I T S —
0.25 N N N H N

0.2

0.1

q_...

=10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

o
&)

..........................

0.2

0.1

o
D
L L N RN R B LR R

..........................................

TP

osf-p-

...............................................

.....................

1015

20

Sim. PV z (cm)

oloood
ro|coog
mmmn

o

4
POV S S TS S S
QL4
N0l SRR SR beee
0.00F b
0.008F -+ -------- -----
0.006 B
0.004f
0.002F

..........................

auglices Fatey's z |1 |

..........................

Ratio

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.02¢

> r
20.018
5.016f
%.014f
3
®©.012
8 -
& 0.0k R
(&) L . . . . . . .
B.008F |- trerrtrerrtrrer e gt
g R S

..................................

T T

0004 | §fofrr i

0.002F

3 4 5
.PVz(cm)

=10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
20.045
£
7)0.04
9.035
o
$0.03
o
2.025
S0.02
0.015

0.0
0.005

C_"'

Ratio

SRR e

O S

0 2 4
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


