[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

| e " """""

10t 1
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

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

0.95F

0.9k
1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8~

0.6

0.4

= i

fakerate vs z

Ratio

ARy

oo,
O
AN
e

*%|§°EE$ e

09.»

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=10 0

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

0.95°

BIE N,
o ey
r\En..I...|;||||!||||!||||I||||||||||||||
1—4*%& ......

-5 c') £=15 1520

=20 -15 -10
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

08

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

favs)

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

0.95L

=30

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

=20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

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

301510' 55

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

zf I VV bUII
u r ?Ea tb has 1newgeom
au aré ar- p ase newgeom test

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.7F

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

. Of—

0.95f--

0":

=30

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.95°

ZO 15 10

—'5 c'J é 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


