[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

&

==

§ i
'_- L
=

| R e R e 1 pETmae

‘*T

I

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
= 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

0.001&:

Ratio
[
N
T

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

“;

Ratio

H

b

0—1
track ref. pomt r (cml)

[ Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

1_

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Y |

0.95L

-6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

®™0 =20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

N R L LR LLELL SRR P
e
0.6
ot

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

S50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

=15 -10

: %E‘FE@QH% ?ﬁé%%%é%%@éfﬁﬁasa RUAER

Z10 0

100 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.5
20.45
s 04
®035
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15

up rate

p||

0.1
0.05F

Ratio

)

055y

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

—20

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

~ 0.2

% 0.18F

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

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

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


