[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

¥
I EAES
-
L
<
BEy
P2\ il A WYY EEERTIY BRI TR T
1. W . .

©
©
!

[y

1071

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

A el

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
g
2.009
g
:0.008
[
®.007
e
2.006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

q

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

-
[
>
Q
=

©
=
Q

>
20.07
o

0.04

0.3
0.09
0.08]

0.06
0.05

|RAALNARLNLALAN LAY LARLS LALLS LALL

0.03
0.02
0.0

)

—_——
—_—

—_—

Fake rate vs

LR

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6
0.4

0.2

| e e A o

v

Ratio

....'i‘....
H
L]

0983550 =10

I
o

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

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

Y S

06f oo frp

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

D

. SRR R

ie] [
= .
[ r 4
[ S - A B SRR

-5

0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0]
[
$.009
$.008
)
29.007
=]
2.006
T
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

............................. T
.............................. T
............................. R
H
-20

=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

Ratio

0.5

QF

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

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

[ Pileup rate vs

.simPVz]

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0'8' . . . .
o
Y SRS - SRR - S
98 U T N T S
% S T T -
1% SN N N T
oo o
O -
l_UGE....;....!....l.."*.ﬂ-.;'”'..-m.
P bl

R T T p—— 5 5

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


