[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

0.2

o P :

L

1

Ratio

.o F L LR -

0.8L
1072

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

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

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

1QF

1.9

1

1072

101 1
track

1 2
ref. pgint r (cml)0

Fake rate vs

D
D

—— D

3

M_TT _originai_time
M_TT original_time2
M~TT _modified time2

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

Ipe------ [IEREEN - - SEEEEERE RL LSRRI
1 SRS WU NS SN W
o C- i Ll 1
RS :ﬁ it ==
ad : ; j :
09 ------ UL TR e
=20

=10

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

010 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

0.8
L 0T P
0.6

0.5F--

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
— .

T

X S e e

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

02t

Y - —

OFaa 1o |y

Ratio

<1

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

=60 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
0.001

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

lQ:IIII

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

1.1F

..........

-10 0
track

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

10 20 30
ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

1.9

1O

E B A T
0 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


