[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

o
o)
[

I
IS
!

| e

©
©
!

M

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
4
2.045
S
=0.04
[
®.035
e
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

0 b
(4[] * E":m:_ 3
. <>i;"-- -4 C e B L S R R R R R
* : d
o hdAHES
10"

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

| EEEEEEEEE FEEEEEEEEEEE HREREER L AR
0.8 ------------ ----- | -----------
0.6:—--*%%6{,? ----- S L) -----------
9 S S T I S

7, RURRS RSR R S

LT
i
—

5 LS s

E
2

+
L

Fake rate vs

V "'EEE HﬁEv'vé%'o

fakerate vs z

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

200 30

track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.5
>
D-.O.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

0.25

fakerate vs

o
N

0920 —iz"10 =5

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

........

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.05

e
e

0 -5 0 5 10 15

20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

oof b

L ‘
10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

SR ——

L
0.6f+---iwee-i

T SR AR A O s
1 50 T e e
F 0
0o

T

0.95°

+i

| T{%W %ﬂ |

S e [ S R 1520
Slm PVz(cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


