[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

; i o R -
S L
I L
S -
2 08
< L
e L
0.6+ :
L “E

I
IS
[

o
N
[

Ratio
r
[

0.95 1

H
i
i

1072

[m¥aY W] /aYaYa)

1 10 0
track ref. point r (cn%)

2

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

auplicajessatevs

Ratio

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8~

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

i -

0.2+ B

Ratio

[ Fake rate vs

T11]
[anqq)

N 0.5

fakerate

Ay ST S
200 T
0.3+ eeberreseetefee firesee s
O Rt & it I SEREE TS
(Y715 SR SS9 SO LS

o 0 : '

=R S PR S A,
24 F :

0.9F------ -------- S RREE SR EELETE LERETLESRREEE
B0 =10 "0 10 20 30

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15

0.1
0.05
0

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

$.006F
0.005E
0.004F
0.003f
0.002F
0.001

q o

............................. T
.............................. T
............................. R
FENEE BF ST A STUTETEET BT R A

H

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

QF

Ratio

0.5

%0

40 20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

~ 0.2
> o
3-'0.18_—




	Contents
	Page 1


