[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

0.8
0.6
0.4f--wemees Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

ISR SRR SRR S

1072 107

il

o

1
track ref pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

- 05

1071

0
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2]
D.045
T
£0.04
>
2.035
o
0.03
0.025

0.02F

0.015
0.01
0.005

TR

-

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

|t|a

[Fakeratevs { —— EgMi I |n|

1

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

I oA O
W ] :
3 i :
r : : o+ :
I R : :
I I AL R S
I by - - : :
B .x - -
L * -“‘..:.l:#t 3

LI -

L T

arp et eedf
-10 0 2030

Sim. PV z (cm)

50 10150

St 0
haré)t 8838 Chi2Zero

(n

o
s f

g I

@ 0.8 feeeees
9 -

© L

1= L

S 0.6 ree e e
o] -

o
»

!
.

. A S SR SR AR S

[ i e T
) 10

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N e
> 1_ : : : : :
N

e | 5 + 5

N 0.8 e e FRRE
[ - . . .

> L

Q L

L Y )
%) L

L L :

m .

o : +

S B S S [ -
%L 04} ¥ 3

1 : oo o .
65 0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

15

20

° g:....!.
= E :
© E :
s P
2 SR R S

20 —10

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

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

Ratio
N




	Contents
	Page 1


