[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

mran ESRE RS

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

il

—
=
Q
Q

L X
—
0]
b

e

1 2
8int r (crr11)0

[oV-V-V-V-V-V-\

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.05
o

1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

L

2 10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8
0.6
0.4

0.2

19
0
0

DLODY
I

SRS
aHiNODNNZ
5

S R SR AR AR

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

- . .
0.8 mam e ¥ s

S T R OO
A ,ﬁﬁﬁ
BT

7 USRNSSR SR SR S

- ; oy :
0.5$#$3-:§W -------- RRRREREE R ARREEED

. S S SR AR AR

0 =10 0 10 20 30

Sim. PV z (cm)

-10 5 0 5 10 15 20

N | T00Q

o
olo

o O
P
[o2Be]

.014
.012

auBliceSFAleYS Z

©
o

0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002

:'Lu*i“

i3

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

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

Ratio

—=20 -10 0

"0 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

Glllillll

Ratio

4 =2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

210 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

©

[

O

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


