[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

- 08 - 08
2] 2]
> >
207 L 07
o e
Q a
506 S 0.6,
0.5 < 0.5F
0.4 0.4
0.3F 0.3
0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1
ik 1##"% # ## g
0.9 2 2 0.5 2 l1
10" 1 1 10 0 10” 10 0
track ref. p0|ntr(crr11) track ref. pointr(cml) track ref pointr(cml)
UI)I(%II U#]L lkEJOll II?rg IIU?ﬁUUI
[Freraeve] —— E%M :%s@g Halsetithsars swzsg gt?ﬁeapeﬁas%fﬁgﬁsgg*m
N 1_ ___________________________________________ N 0 En N 1" S an
2 't : : + 2 oF 2 't
L I : L o S A A A 2 I
© r : : [ A A A A [ r
B 08|t TR el & 0-08E o 08| fh ek
s [ + P + H0.07F e e 3 [
L : : : S E z [
0.6 ﬁ#“ -------- R L it 5006 O I AU SR ¥ I
L B A b 0.05F L
0.4f--fli ot 0.04F 0.4
- : 0.03F L
0.2+ [ beeeee b 0.02F 0.2}
[ S 0.0 [
o == | PE— o Op o o
T ]
o l *leﬂ T oof =
083520 10 0 10 20 30 ) 10 20 093520 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

0.25

0.05

Ratio

0.95%

=20 15 lO

—'5 5 é 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02

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

15 20

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.3

0.9 —'5 5 é 01520

Sim. PV z (cm)

ZO 15 10



	Contents
	Page 1


