[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Fake rate vs

©
©
!

o
o)
[

I
IS
!

I :

s

1
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009F
.008F
.007F
.006F

o duplicgiesdatesys

o
o
o
(4]
I

0.004F
0.003F
0.002E
0.001F

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

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

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

Ratio

05

0
1072

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6+

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

= R

fakerate vs z

Ratio

e

roved
-improv

ed

0.8f---1--*
0.6f--{--

04l |-

0.2F-|-

T T
—
. . _-_-_-_E—-—G.
—
-
&
. asas i E
%

J-.\Qllllil

- -om e

W\#jf |

il |T

0.95!

=20

: ; e ;
-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

P

oo

0F

1.05F ----+-1

i

----------- - |
it iJlHLJf"’lr' %‘%

o 920 —is

“10 -5 5 15 20
Slm. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%,
.009
.008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Sdatey’s

auglicate

Ratio

0.5

q L

=60 10 20 30
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

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

Ratio

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

J.G-_IIII

0.9

0.8%

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.95F

0.9

S5 i5 =10 505

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


