[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Fake rate vs

il

1071

02
track ref point r (cn%)

[ 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]

T[T T T @ T T [T T T [T [T oo

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

—

4
20.09
©
=0.08
>
20.07
o
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.3

0.0

Vs

oy
T

- Myl

!

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

lsss
H—‘HI—*

= BT

fakerate vs z

Ratio

Lg
I

§§W EEFTEOW*B?@&%%E&

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Y |

0.95L

=30

=20

-6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.05

tEJ015 ------ 5 ----------------- Q_. -------
IS SN S —— # ----- oo

0.005f -+ wrheersesfionssesdes s s
o anffrpbee e bl ]
2 _* ________ L
o lfq +¢ﬁ+ ‘RF 1
ossf [ - TIL Y ## 1 E
%99 5 0 510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

s

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

0.05

>
20.045
IS
7)0.04

9.035
2-035¢
0.03E
o
2.025
S0.02
0.015

©
o

0.005

Ratio

0.0

1.0

0.951

B
- 1
T

0 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


