[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

o F :

> o : .

L 0.7 Beeees i R ARARREEEERSEEREEREREE

o E : T :

o] o : :

06 SRR I R FE
O O 1 S

) RSSO SO
0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008]
.007
.006]
.005]
0.004]
0.003
0.002

o duplicaiessate-ys

0.001F

Ratio

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8~

0.6

0.4

0.2~

0.95L

1072

Fake rate vs

N 0.5
Y . . . . .
QO-ABE ks

Q E

© E : : : :

g OAF it

=< E : : : : :

30.35;— ------ FRR R AR i R
SRR RS £ RO S N e
T s
S S o B

L Rt JI AR AR L S
. 3__ﬁ ........ TR T —
Q.05 frero it
0 11 e
e

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

Ratio

09535

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

N 0.0 - T
> : : : : :

L e A Poreeee AR e e
= H H H H
0.08
20.07
[0}

©0.06F L T
Q

7Y S N T — %, ------ -
s S | S

) e .
R S S
Rt SR S SIS SR

R eI T AT

5 ’5 : 5|’

o BB g B 2

i |h|”‘ﬁ”“H||

095650510 15 20

éim. PV z (cm)

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

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

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

1.0

Ratio

B
T

2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2~

ciai ]
.1IEJ‘

: "ﬂ

|,
L&

0.95

160 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1_

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

M**.g,.#ﬁ*#‘*w;%% 4
b A &

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

15

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

20



	Contents
	Page 1


