[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Fake rate vs

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

| e T

i ||

E
-
3
.
'

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

Pt S T R
9% SRR SRS S S—
007fF+e-eo- e T SRR
00BF--++-+++ o e froeeees

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

| SEEEEEEEEES e '“" """"""

[ -
| - £
1 S S B R
i-UG_ L |||||||! L .....! L |||||||! Ly
L : + [
: PRRRTA L i 2 1 ) DS
0.95L H Il H

fakerate vs z

Ratio

P ""‘Wﬁw% f

0.9535

6102030
track ref. point z (cm)

—20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

fakerate vs

I
O w
w U1

0.95%

B
o

4

16 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

=20 15 lO

............................. e
............................. T
e

o s Soppape ) ),
A OO 8T

4 - ii Rl IRRRSREEEEE

0.955—---------- et
o0qk ; i i i ;
-20 -10 0 10 20

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

< o
0 ©
T T

- T

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.95!

100 20

-0 0
track ref. point z (cm)

30

[ Pileup rate vs.

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

o
©
!
:
<+

o
o
[

A SR HEE S S S S

0.9!

0 =15 =10

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




	Contents
	Page 1


