[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

I o
D )]
[

o
N

©
©
[

I :

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

Ratio

Fake rate vs

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.5

4
20.09
S
=0.08
13
%0.07
e
20.06
o
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15
0.1
0.05

,....,.

———
*

S

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

1.4

Ratio

1.2

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

il

30 -20 -10 0 1 0 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.05p M T
> F : :
30.045F -+ heeereeseeen e PR SRR
= £ B .
L e oy
D035 ekeee e ot
o) E : :
CH0N0lc/ SARPRRC TR SRR O
%) F + :
9.025F -+ ol
o E : :
£0.02F Forofroeedeenens
5 F : :
Soust g
0.01E A SR
0005+ T T
o G:llll TR TR M .i. 1
T L b : : i :
@ 15F : : ]l -------
10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

3 [ I ! Y
: Pymg e g + ;
5 h"ﬂﬂﬁw‘@gg&%ﬁaﬂ*ﬂ [

-30 =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.9

855 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


