[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

I=--eeeeees A o -

T+

iy b
| 4

1071

1072

1
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

0.1

50.09
8
0.08
o
%0.07
g
S0.06
fe]
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

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

0
il

Ratio

0.5Fft--1-

1072

1071

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

._'L [

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

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1QF

1.1

*E§

fakerate vs z

Ratio

E *%I%fEE?*ﬁ e

? fblalrUVV tUIIi

uaréﬁew st
uareNew2 s

gﬁﬁeapeﬁas%fﬁgw

eom
geom

1 [

08
0.6ft- -

ol 1.

........

0

10 2030

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

N
>
o
%)

0

>

o)
o

©

X
(]
«

Ratio

0.09
.08

©0.06
c

0.5

0.07

0.05
0.04F+-
0.03F--+-
0.02
0.01
OF

1+

1'0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

duplicates rate vs z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

Ratio

0.8F

0.6

Qs

0 10 20
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

.........

.........

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

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

G

0.8

Ratio

0.6

6 8
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

30

0.2

P i i
310 et
o
v
040} Hf- oo R A
i l l |;| l l
.

0.95

=30

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

20 -10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

10

E
0.8/
0.6
0.4

0.2

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

0.9!

0 =15 =10

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

50



	Contents
	Page 1


