[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

il

s

1072 107

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

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

duplicajessatevs

Ratio

2

1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

== E%M i "'EE’E s

i

updated-127

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

J.-G
1.3

.

=20 =10

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

010

20
track ref. point z (cm)

30

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

10

1.05

[

Eoees S A, R S A
Eoeoreee O A A M
Foeten e AP P Feaedeans
o =+ :

NN PR ETTE AT FATE FEEE NPT FET
E.ooeee L || RIS |

S A | RPN = - H—
C 1

o
|LO
n

086

“4=2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

NOO;

.009F
.008F
.007F
.006F
0.005F
0.004F
0.003F
0.002F
0.001

du@llc@eS@tQ:ys

Ratio

o0

e S e

10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

QF

Ratio

0.5

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

12030
track ref. point z (cm)

0.5

ﬂ>-_0.45

I
1

=5



	Contents
	Page 1


