[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Fake rate vs

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

T=eeeereees ottt L Lo

s

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%
o

$.009
5
.008
[0]
%.007
Qe
2.006
(=]
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

0.00L -4} bp -

L

3

s
kil

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

I P Py
ST M ——
L 5 5
S S NS R
I - 5
i y :
: : - ¢ﬂ
S ] ’
P TPErTTITITE] ‘[

0.95L
1072

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

fakerate vs z

Ratio

1_

0.4

0.21-

Y |

O U S SO O N

% S O B P

0.95!

30

20 =10 0

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

AR REARE: SaAN LA

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

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

1
TR

BL L. I | K
1 wim:-m;w!%muﬁm#&naﬂkw -

0 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.02p
> u
2.018

5.016f

%.014f
[]

©.012

o u
£ 0.01
(&) L
2.008
=)

9.006
0.004
0.002

Ratio

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

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

1.0

B
T

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

=100
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

O] TR S S -------- e
V0 OO O W
LTI TR T e
7| SO S SO S ++ ------------
o i S
(7 S S SO . e
5] SR SR S R S
;.UGE 1 1 | ] 1
09556510 It

20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


