[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

| oEEEEEREEER LEEREEEEREEE RRREEEEEEED L EETEEE
L . -~ w4
| P
POl

0.4f--wemees Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

02

&

0.95
1072

10t 1
track ref pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
2
2.009
T
0.008
(O]
©.007
g
$.006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003F}

r

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8
S NS S S
LS S S SO
1 NS S S S
0.4

0.3

0.2 i

11FT +
A

B E%Mi i

—|n|

fakerate vs z

Ratio

R T e e T EEEE SEEIEER TR 3"'"'f -------
oty
oo
T e
T ———

|t|aiSt

1f1a
1al

£l

[plopy]

0.95L

-6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

®™0 =20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

Tl
o
0.6
ot

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

S50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

-10

—20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

L0f
1

Ratio

092
0.85

:

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

=20 15 lO

~ 0.5
g0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25]
0.2
0.15

ate

=

p||eup

30 20 -10 0 10 2

e

.

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.2
% 0.18F

10 15 20

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


