[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

il

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

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

LI
|————
H - 4

1072

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
g
2.009
g
:0.008
[
®.007
e
2.006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

Ratio

X SRR Foeeenaennd e e

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

q

1071

FP=9-X !

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

-

<<

R

fakerate vs z

Ratio

5

;

i

=£

g

Hk % ”8'5" 8%?%@“%’%%@“

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

P [ - e e e D - o
______________________________

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

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

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

q

0.5]

-1

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01p
o E
00 (R EEERRS SILEERS
D008+ wheeeer e
1] E
01y SRPRCTRPRE ST TSP NP S
Q o
@006+ b veeee e
0005+ eeenesbien e e
0.004f -+ shesemesbiensnesdiii s
0003+ sheeeresbiensnessieee D
0.002F
0.001
g G
g |
@ [ :
0.5 -----+ s LT EE TR LPTLSEELEEPL SEPLERR
B0 =20 10 0

o|200g

10 20
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

Ratio

30

q_...

e S S S

20 40
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

60

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

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

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.2

0.6

0.4l

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


