[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

| """""" "' """"""

©

©
!
.

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

.
T T
v

1 2
ef. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

o duplicgiesdatesys

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

frack r
1T

—— ROV mkEt—TForigimat
- —mKEII—TT p
(raeraevs| —— BRVCREEHBRW we
N T — ~ 0.0
g - : : : : : Q E
s F . . . . e A A SR
© r : : : : : -
8 08 P D ST R 2.0085— ------
g [ : : : : D.007F w5 reeee b
N : : : : : 5 E
0.6}------ Feeeeens R P RPN s 0.008f - == rrmrrmere s e
I ' ' ' ' 0,005+ rheeeresbiensnendeneiedi s
)71 R SO SN SRS AT N 0,004+ +hereseeshosse s
: : : : : : 00032_ ................................................
0.2+ eebereseribi s V0lv] SR B RS SRS SR B
Foor 0001+ eeesesse e
o“Q'....i....i....i....i....i.... L o F s
= : : : : : r : = r :
04 [ [ : o [ :
] (- R e 5| E 51 E
0.05L ; ; ] ; ; ok ; ; ; ; ; ok ; ; ; ;
= -20 -10 0 10 20 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 -30 -20 -10 0 10

30 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8
0.6
0.4

0.2

5-4-3-2-10 1 2 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
%0.009
%.008
9.007
3
©.006
o
2.005
9.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q...

Ratio

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

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

0.5

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


