[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

ey

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—_

g
©0.45F

@®
=

es

® 0.35F -

duplic

0.25

0.15

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

10F ¥
1.05 ;;w-“ e
1 2 N AR R R LR
0.95F) J L A
0.9E i
10

2 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2]
D.045
T
£0.04
>
2.035
o
0.03
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01F
0.005

fakerate vs z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ulk%ltlcll bl. lLllJal ailoé ?FJ].'eI\IA?VV bng]JIII
—_ EgM—P sql Z_—g IE asel-newdeom
a step ar-phasel-newgeom

Y |

0.95L

=30

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

=20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

S S S S S A

e
T
g

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

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

[y

LY : ;
-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Qg

10 15
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~0.05
>
0.045
=
‘(7)0.04
$.035
2
«so 03
@ 025
20,02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Q

o Of
“E -
@ 2k

i

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


