[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

SR I

1
track ref pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2
D.045
©
=0.04
(O]
©.035
g
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01F
0.005f,
G

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

0.4f----m PRt

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

0.8E$ : :
0.7fg SRR ;

L o4 .
Y . N S

[o1<] SSEEEEEEEE g
0.3+ ERRRTEEES .
0.2F--------- RRRIEEELE

S N S

Ratio

10‘1

1
track ref. S

Fake rate vs

B E%Mi“ i

|t|a
|n|

&St

1al

]fpeusn- -

I

fakerate vs z

0.6/ -------- ¥...

7 R S

0.2+ ek erenebenns

Ve SO

Ratio

0.95!

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.3

0.2

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

10' 550

30

ré)t Beso wRejection5

N05

I
~
a

o
~

duplicates rate vs
o
© w
w ()]

0.25
0.2
0.15

0.05

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

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

Ratio

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>

20.009
5.008
9.007
o

©.006

0
%).005

(&)
2.004
=}

B.008f

0.002
0.001

.1, 3
it f

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

0.7F

0.6

pileup rate vs z

0.5

0.4F-

0.3F

0.2

0.1

s Qe

Ratio

0.95f--

0":

=30

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3
0.2

0.2~

Ratio

10 15 20

0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


