[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

—

g
20.18

©
=
Q
X

£0.14

0.2

0.16f

0.12F

0.1
0.08F-
0.06)

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

0.8]

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

1072

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

OM—a it

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

o duplicgiesdatesys

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

o
o
o
(4]
T[T [ TTT I T T[T [T [TT T [TTT T TTTT[ T rrre

Ratio

05

oL H
1072 107

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

1

pileup rate vs r
o
[ee]
T

o
)

IS
IS

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

P

¥

[ Fake rate vs

R

N
)
?
o
£
B
0

0

0

Ratio

0.05
.045
0.04
.035
0.03
.025
0.02
.015
0.0
.005

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

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

1E-
0.9F -
0.8f-
0.7k

J.G-:IIII

10 30

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

N
>
©
=
n
)
e
.
(4]

K]

0

Ratio

0.05 :
O45fH- -+ Beeseendend
0.04f |-+ ST SRS 00 N O
BB+ ? R
0.03fH- 1+ f ik
o254
0.02fH|- %

.015;—1.' ;_
0.0 T
0.005F{-[;
LOfpatinths
fHH
0.8fk- i
0.6fH- :
~10

0 5 10 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

éﬁéﬁ%@fﬁﬁé :,

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

uglicates

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q L

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009F
% oosf-
%.007F
3
®.006F
7]
9,005
(&)
2.004F
=)
9.003F
0.002F

0.001

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

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

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

0.15
0.1
0.05]

Ratio

1.05F
0.95F
0.9

J.G-:IIII

930 =20 =10 0

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 05
>

20.45E
0.4

©
© W
w o
[

0.25F

pileup rate vs Sim

©
= 01N
[

0.05--

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

Ratio
E
[y

[y
T

0955

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


