[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

1

©
©
[

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

o
N
<5
;

OF
1

Ay

0.9Fk

0.8L

1072

1
track ref.

Al

2
pomt r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

P

0.95
1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.

&
3
-

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens RPN R

O R s

[ Fake rate vs

=Rl

fakerate vs z

Ratio

ﬁﬁ%%%&%%éaﬁ%%?é&%

=

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

| S

1.2f
LI
:
0.9k

=30

=30 -1 6 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake r

atevs.simPVz |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

AR AEEEE R LR TP EP PR EETEE FREEE
R R PR e R . denes
o . . . +
N, S SR * [ 5 N CR
o : & 4+

— o - SR -

- b |‘| T

R T 1 |- 5 AR R

A L [ FEEE FEEE FEET N
P----r- < A=

10

-

5 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
@.009
% 008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

duglices

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

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

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

=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

I 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6
0.4f-

0.2+

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

—1 *
—1 . T

-6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1 e

10F
1.05F

1F

0.95°

%50 =15 ~10

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


