[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

I=--eeeeees ottt [ R

] T S S—

7 R4 R SRR S

&

0.95L

i
%
% |
=
s

107
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

102 10‘l 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

— E§M

fakerate vs

Ratio

NO.SE‘ ;
o

X%I?éEE?””“ ‘E%'u

ew cuui
eom

ewgeom

0.95L

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

®™0 =20

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

fakerate

o
w

0.25

0.95%

S S [ 1'0 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

II?
éauare Tzs%pste@ i &L ney

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~0.05
>
00.045
£
»0.04
$.035
&
©0.03
(%]
$9.025
o
50.02
>
©.015F
0.01
0.005

OF
=

Ratio

ot +?'¢++-t -
' *+:+++++‘.++ TR

0‘20 —i5—i0 5% 10 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

0.9F

*

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

|

=30

il

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.8

0.6

0.4

S T T SR S S S

0.9!

%20 -15-10 -5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


