[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

T D N

' - -
. . =
r : : -
0.8+ e R e
L : - :
B -

0.6+ P g e

9 S N0 S

oosfLt :
1072 10t 1
track ref pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01
.009
.008]
.007
.006]

auplicajessatevs

o

™

o

o

(&)
L

o

o

w
T

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

Ly

o

a
T

s
T
ri
e
1)
Y

0.5 -1F1- - -H- FFHAFH A FE A+

O.n 1
1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

P P S S
0.8 e SR

e S
I A T :

] RS SO S AR

-
H
+

[ Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

=i ﬁEEﬁ ﬁﬁé@"*%ﬁé%@ﬁtﬁ%s;@&

S R SR AR AR

o, o e
OB g™

N e N N
O R L T S S SRR

o g

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

++*+*+H§##++*H+

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

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

. T S R SR S A S
0.8

0.6

04t

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

0920 5 =i 50516 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

r\AOO1

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

e

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

-10 0 10

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.02r
B S S S o
LT SRCI TR e
L A S S S i
O Jaees Ss S A | B
0 : : : : :

£ 0.01
.008
e
S et e s 3 I
.002k

>
%
%
2
%

2
%
0
0

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

10

15

20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

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

.........

——

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 05

pileup rate

o
w

0.25]

©
= 01N

50 =15 -10 -5 0

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

[é)]
OofF ===



	Contents
	Page 1


