[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

il

0.8

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

Ratio

Fake rate vs

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

1072

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

0.8

0.6

il

| RS S — el

02 oo L

i "'EE(E%M-”?&?W”

updated-127

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

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

Ratio

=100 10 ~20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.7
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
£0.07
Q
©0.06,
I
©0.05
0.04

0,03k bbb ]

0.02
0.0

Ratio

1OF
1.2F

T R

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
.009
.008
.007
.006]

L005E

du@llc@eS@tQ:ys

0
0
0
0

Ratio

.004
.003]
.002

0.001
40?444i+++LLh& f sﬁ....ﬁ..”

2F

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

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

100 0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
.009F
.008F
.007F
.006F
.005F
[S]
2.
>
.003F
.002F
0.001

>
o
?
3
Q
o
?
®

0

Ratio

004F

4.0:
oF

1.5F

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

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

TO %0
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0930

J“\-O||||i||||

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

LI e e

S A
wa .......... *ﬁ 1 .

10010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

R R S R S A
: P
0.2f-5een T T PP PR
n-u||||||||i|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||
Y. |
085 =15-10 =5 0 é

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


