[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Y — S ol

Y s

| e A T

I

I

Ratio

o
e ©
T

1072 107 1

track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2
2.045
S
=0.04
[
®.035
e
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio
ey

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1QF

1.1F

Fake rate vs

i %EEE H °

1 |||d|
3EW 1H

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

S R SR AR AR

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

20
track ref. point z (cm)

30

0.8

05_+ ..... £ ..‘v':'-;'b;*

T

0.3

fakerate vs Sim. PV z [

R

1 IS RS R S S s

o

Ratio

09— ....... ﬁfﬁ&mﬁﬁ@l

4 2
T

0‘20 15-10 -5 0 &

1

520

Slm PV z (cm)

] AL ;
-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.02p
> u
2.018f

5.016f

%.014
3
®.012
2
£ 0.01
(&)
2.008
=)

9.006F

0.004

0.002F

Ratio

L rag b
-20 -15 -10 -5 O 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

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

/

U 500 OO DU SUUPR SO SOOR L . SO0
; *ft» C .
e = [

010 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

0.1

.0F
1.1F

i

-20 -5 -10 -5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


