[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

il

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]

o
o)

I
IS

02-_ ......... I S A
2f o

[ -

mwﬂ“

=

1072

Fake rate vs

|nt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos

:7-; i P [
> r : : :
o 3 :
st : : :
g 08 P FR
© L A
3 e
2 4 = :
g o6 e P
- L H
0.4f------n--- P T R ITTTPRIRRE e
r : !
0.2f-----e-n- st _“ """ ++" """"""
L . :
[ AL
1L L
o ¢.u0_ L |||||||! L |||||||! L sl MR RTIT
g [
e 1111111111111111111' |
J.:'TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT]"
0.9:- 1 1 1

1071 1
frack

1 2
ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

e D s

pileup rate vs r
%

L e N N
(Y IS S S A

g
| ISR ------- *Jr%ﬂ, ...........

7] SRS R S SO 1 B S

L - b
™ :
fa) PRI | PRI | L e | L Liin
1.0 +

Ratio

0.95 H H H

s

"'EE'EH B’Tﬁ%&)

fakerate vs z

1

’||||““llluuulll”|||HH| l

1L
—::LO 0 1:0 2:0 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

050510 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

favs)

Ratio

|:| |“llllu:nulll

|:||”I|]|I|:nll”l

0% —10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

-

0.6

0.5

T RETT T
¢
§

0.4

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

et s s e
R O T S

T S T -

A
.

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

ot

¢.\.O""I""I""I""I""""

Ratio

I
T

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

0.95!

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
0.8

I s s o

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

T R TS SR e T
10 T T
1 00 O
T S A o
P S T T s o

Ratio

B

0% 50 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


