[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Fake rate vs

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

| R R L FEEEERE
B e
-«

[-.H. é_....... R

-+

3
3
'_\...T'

3

1

T

)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

| [EEEEEEEEEEE e E e REEEEEEED

0.95L
1072 10‘1

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

| SEEEEEEEEES [EEEEEEEEEEE e e

1% ___________

S S e

0.4F--s P T ----------- e

02 B

L -
-
L Lo

fakerate vs z

E%EEE T

roved
improved

I R S SRR v

0
track

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

N
>
o

=
0}

fakerate vs

Ratio

10 20 30
ref. point z (cm)

0.5

e S s S S S

TSNS NS S O O S S e
I =
oo s e o o

I
O w
w U1
I
q

G S O S S o
7] JOCU  NSO NSUOS OUNS NS N

o

)
T
:
-

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

.......

o 920 —t5=10

-5

0

510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.4F gyt

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

T [ T T RF T T [ T [ T [T T T [ TTT T T
N R
R —

b

0 1'0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

Ratio

e
EE
1—“' -

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

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

81510 —'5 5 é 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

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

b

10 TS 111
=30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

S T T SR S S S
0.8

0.6

R

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

08515 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


