[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

SR R

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
o)
[

I
IS
!
i

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

[t PR R

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

1 2
pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01
.009
.008]
.007
.006]

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004F--
0.003F--
0.002
0.001--

Ratio

X SRR Foeeenaennd e e

F
1072

10 1 10 0
track ref. point r (cml)

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

| TR

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

1.05F

)

ik

Fake rate vs

E t—::::géﬁ IS

M3 enMatch-chi200
-genMatch-chi200

fakerate vs z

e T HRRRERE o
R R R
et s N W S

7 SRS S SS A SN

oy

Y| ISP P S .

o l.l:— ----- IR ti J““- - A1 PHALE - - - - -

lE— ----- 44-4» ‘: ?,......‘,..; .......
8530 =10 0 10 20

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

30

~ 0.5

> : : : : : :
L SR SRk SR SIS S
£ SR VN RO W N
@ OAET

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15
0.1
0.05

........

Ratio

. by
| 4

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]
$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q L

uglicates

Ratio

) S T CRRPPRRE CRRRRREE T IETEE

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

=60 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

10 1T 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

30

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

1 .

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


