[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

il

0.8

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

0.2

1QF

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8f2

*
0.6 -3 ¥t

| RS S — Jrel

02f e .

e D s

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

.......

Fake rate vs

—— D

DOM ORIGINAL
éM_TI MODIFIED_propToPlane_PRVersionFINAL2
M~TT_—MODIFIED propToPlane”PRVersionFINAL3

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

oaf |

Ratio

0.2f-1- AORETL TUT TN -

) P P .
21 LT O

VET ++++ ++w+ ;

UL S S

=10 (') 10

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

> N N N N N N N
O SR s
£ SR VU ROV SO O
@ QAP

o
[SEErR)
w

[

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15
0.1
0.05

L0F

Ratio

510

1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

.........

.........

q

0.8

0.6

=6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
9.005
(&)
3.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001E

Ratio

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

1. OF

P

0.95

0.9

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.6p--1-f1-

0.4

0.2

.....

.........

100 10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

S T T SR S S S

R

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

0.95°

ZO 15 —10

—'5053

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


