[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

| T R IR e

,_\
o )
-

— |

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

[m¥aY W] /aYaYa)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—_

auplicajessatevs

o

0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

o
o
(4]

L

3

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

T
o

s

Lx R aC R -

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

1

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.2

SRR S R R S

[ S Lo o A
0.6 : i . .‘-OQ :

0.4 oo

L[]
cuwuth

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

0.95!

30

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

=20 =10

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.3

0.2

SR

TR R S S—

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

O O O O|F/F—F—x+

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.02r
.018
.016
.014F
.012

>
0
%
9
Q
)
g
]

2

Ratio

0.0

.008E
?.
0.
0.

006
004
002

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

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

1.0

B
T

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

Vs s

L PN ET I AT
|||||111§11|JII||||§|||||
sl

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

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

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

0.15— ---------------------------------------
*'UC:”I:””:””:

) ||L51L11£11L|i5||||5 ___________
L

0 3

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


