[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

| [EEEEEEEEEEE R o - B

E

el 4] 4
-+ - hi

track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

C: RPN BRI 1
1w a5 fre e e e e
s : ${ [+ :
Y| ST PR 4 IS ER ALV R R
. o

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" "' """""
0.8 e . 51
0.6+ A -

0.4 Beooaee # -

) ERUURONE SURRON SO 1

fakerate vs z

T

ré)t 8838 wRejection100

L
SO IR —

1 [ERRI T 1
R R R |

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ70.45
€
o 04

fakerate vs
o o
© v °©° w
N 01 W o1

Ratio

0.15
0.1
0.05
+Bf

0.95%

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

=20 15 lO

N 0 A
2
20.09
£0.08
@
£0.07
L2
50.06
e}
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

Ratio

osf

OF
1:

0.9F

07

=30

=20

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o)
©.006
1]
£.005
(&}
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

.........

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

30

Ratio

0f

.........

...........

Sim. PV z (cm)

5 10 15 20

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

Ratio

0.8

naEm
1L T *“
0.2k ---------------------------

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

S T T SR S S S

0.9!

0 =15 =10

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



	Contents
	Page 1


