[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

-

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
o)
|

I
IS

o
N

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

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008]
.007
.006
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

o duplicaiessate-ys

TTRRT [T [T [ TT T[T T [ TP [T T T [ IT T[T ToTt

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

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

q

Ratio

X SRR Foeeenaennd e e

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cm

=

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

N

0.

| SEEEEEEEEES yo e CTTTTTTTTTrAT e

Ratio

EEE!TE@%EUW’ET@.%%@O

~10

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

0

track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.5

> : : : : :
BOAGE-- e
£ S S N | S
G OAET

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

e e e

P H o
; N
B i
p
e
para
J

Ratio

T
10
Sim. PV z (cm)

15 20

oloood
ro|coog
o)

o

=160
track ref. point z (cm)

10 20 30

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

o

Ratio

o0sf

5 -4 -3

1o
T

I 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z
D

0.4}

J .

R SR S S S S

et Sl S

Ratio

H
T
=

LQfp b
Tg";:' ............

FE s

o
o
[ zanains
(=]

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


