[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

| e ' """" -

fakerate vsr
o
[ee]
T
——

—+

ey
F

—
i

1072 10t 1
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
= 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

10
1H4

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

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

duplicajessatevs

=

Ratio

0.8f=|

06 I a ) -
1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1

UI)I(%II ep2-tthar f}ll? beIUVV cuui gt?
Fake ratevs | —— EgM I§S|§QEE$ Ie?:“ H%FéglgSWzS‘s ﬁBaPBﬁ%S%l”ﬁ%Vv‘JSBB“m

~ 0.8

fakerate vs

oy

ot e

Ratio

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

0.8

0.7
0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4
0.3
0.2F-----

0.1

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

N002

@es_@te;ys

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~0.05
> -

N R S L R R

IS 3 . : : : : : ;
R T A S S A
D.035f -kt henees ERRREE SRREEE R AARCEIEEE
@ Eoo : : : : : :
©0.03F----5-efreeses poees e R S
0 E : : : : : :
%’-025?””5 """ i pee AR AR R
3] E - : : : : :
S0.02F----r--- i CERREE CREERE R T TS STRETEIPERE
S E : : : : : :

9.015
0.0}
0.005
10F

Ratio

it

201510 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

sl

— ]

716 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

510 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


