[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i R FERREEEEEEE HRREEREEE e

J.-G:
LiE}
1:
0.9t

0.8E
1072

1
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
b4

$.009
g

0.008
007
006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duglicaje

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

q

Ratio

0.5

F
1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.6f

0.

0.8f--eeeee Fyfee]

0.4f--eeeee beoeegH

|| I P A P —————

2— ---------- : ------ . iuq.--

fakerate vs z

Ratio

e X%|§°EE$“”“ e

il? fbl
uar

0.4

- -

R R S S B

T et S

...........

10

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

20 30

0.8

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.4F--+

1 IS NS R S S s

.........

JQf-

1.05F--

0952

5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0 OJ.
@ 009
B .008
2]
2.007
Q
B.006
T
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
1]
£.005
(&}
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

W
giga %fel,- tb has 1newgeom
aré ar- p ase newgeom test

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

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

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

o
©

o
o

o
IS

S T T SR S S S

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


