[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

0.6-------- ¥

0.4

0.2

| e A b

R AR

0.98- 11

Oor..-

1072 107

1
track ref pglnt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%
0

$.009F
b
:p.008F--
[0
®.007F
g
D.006F
fe]
0.005F
0.004F ]
0.003E--
0.002F-
0.001F--

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

g q:
T osf
% SO S AR S

N
o
b

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

o PEEEEEEEEEEE SRR R EEEEE EEEEEEEREE
2 - : :
(] -
'@ L
o 0.8
>
@
c

0.6

0.4

0.2
o O
g
S

1

fakerate vs z

Ratio

B E§Mi i

itial St
—IH:\I%@

[plopy]
(9]
0N

S TR

7 SRS S SS A SN

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

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

1_

Sim. PV z (cm)

ofmmoO
2l0on
oo

lIcatesgateys z

9.006

..........

..........

..... [

~10 0

10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

n0.02p
> F
20.018F
5016+
B.014F -2
o

®.012F
o F
£ 0.0
&1 -
2.008
=) : :
D.006F------
0.004
0.002F

[o] SEEREETEE

Rl E o .
T 1;
& oof

0.8f

07

10 -8 =6

420 2 4 6 810
Sim. PV z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

~ 0.8

0.7

0.6+ ke freeeesioeen

0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


