[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

o
N

. I
e
2 L
S L
g 08F
< Uor
= -

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

Ratio

Fake rate vs

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0%
4

$.009
%
.008
[0]
.007
Qe
2.006
(=]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

q

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

Ratio

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

=

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1~

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

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

C.

1.5f---nnne- -

0.8

§§W E%EiTEﬁE@EUW’ETéLaamPBEM

0.7

0.6

fakerate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

30

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45E
£
& 0.4F-

o
[SEErR)
w

[

fakerate vs

o
N

0.25F -

.................... N
H H |
LR LR N CE R L
. H —_
.......................
. b
T EEEREE [EEEE B
| | M| | |

Ratio

e R

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

..........

2 0 2 4
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ 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

q_...

Ratio

e S S S

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

N

Ratio

02

=10 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

>
2

Ratio

0.2
0.18f

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

.

1 2
Sim.

3 4 5
PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


