[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

0.6+ Foeeeees T §
0.4 o

02f ot b T

T D

0.8f- oo e

«of
:

0.9F

0.8-

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.

b4
20.09
©
=0.08
4
©0.07
g
20.06
o
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

J..G:
1.8
i
0.9F

Ratio

L
....... |

0.8

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6F

0.4

0.2

1QF

1.1:"*44»*

[
T

Fake rate vs

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6/

0.4

0.21-

0.95fF - ;

—— D

RKE_URIG

DONM 11 C
DéM_TT_CKFEothT ORIG
M TT _CKFLowPtT_MODIF

1-

T [ T T T

+

-

0.9

=30
track ref. po

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-.0.45
€
o 04

fakerate vs

Ratio

I
O w
w U1

0.25

o
N

20 30
int z (cm)

0.l

2

0-15-10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.

2
20.09
£0.08
3
£0.07
=
50.06
fe]
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

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

Ratio

11

J.-G_I At

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05

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

........

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

RHEA
10 15

20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

AR S .
0 I TE— §
_____ I “ Wh “#ﬂﬂ' |

%0 o0 1620

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


