[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

I=--eeeeees A I

r L
Y : :

T IRRIPUTSS SRNUIRNE TSR S
- ! : : :

7 SN S SR —

0.4

¥ SN e

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1QF

LAE PR

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

3 T 4

;.G: ] +* ] R

I S U SRR N
T —
AN :

0.9LC [N ' ' '

1072 10t 1 10 0?

track ref. point r (c 1)

fakerate vs z

Ratio

EggzgggggggﬁggggnggggszE tzl%ggigéié:%:g%pand-SSDUPrem oval

S S S R N R
0.8
0.6
0.4

0.2

HEREHI T ;
-10 O 10 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

10 15 20

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

0.6

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

10 2
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

S Of
1t

0.8

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07

)
.009
9.008
o
.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

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

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

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
%0.009
%.008
9.007
3
©.006
o
2.005
9.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


