[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

0.8

0.7f oo e o floee
0.6f-------- B e IA R
0.5~ Beeeeeeens e ARSERE
SR :
F » Ty : :
R PO R LI
0.3F-------- RLRRRIREREE SRR Tk
0.2F oo oo R
e

1
track ref pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

0.8k

1072 107

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)o

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" "" """"

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

-
i
F [

B
:

B E§Mi i

|n|

fakerate vs z

Ratio

|t|aiSt

1al

ré)teB 8838 Chi20neway

1—-.----.- ------------------------------------- -

0.8

0.6F-

0.4f--

20
track ref. point z (cm)

30

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

Ratio

0.25

0.05

0.95%

1510 =5 0510 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

N O.L
2
20.09
£0.08
@
£0.07
L2
50.06
e}
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0
s Qs

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

Ratio

..........

i1

0.95F ------ Fo- MR e

100 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~0.02

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

0.004 + ----------- F.0T I CEIRRR P
0,002+ -+ heeeeeinesnidie i
o +0f b
g f E
s i
0.95 I I O .
e : :
=10 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

O R S

pileup rate vs z

0.6~

0.4f-

0.2[1

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.8

0.7
0.6
0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.3

§=} [ :
1_ """"" “h gﬁ*'ﬁ#ﬂ‘%

0.9 “E——% 10 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

ZO 15 10



	Contents
	Page 1


