[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

- « 0.0 .
2 R R e 2 E @ . T e
o L : : : &.009F ot : ' :
© L : : I T L :
S 0.8F-ef Beof e G §-008 g 0.8 ofre e G
g [ : ®.007 e [
| L g o | & 4
0.6/ L ARLRTPRTLS $.006 0.6+ -ewereee e e fpe oo
L Pl 0.005 L 4 1
0_4-- H o 0.004 0_4-— --------------------------------
AT 0.003 [
0.2-H-1} §-<> | IR RRRRER R LRI SRR 0.002 0.2 -1 SEREE 1 R EEE B TR PR S PR PERPES
| é - 0.001 % L4
3 5 5 : 5 | 5 : 5
04 ] : : a4 [ : : 12
1 ] — ----------- 0_5__ __________ ________________________ ___________ 1| B . LR T
098 1 2 0-2 1 I 2 0% - ; I 2
10~ 10~ 1 10 0 10~ 10~ 1 10 0 10~ 10~ 1 10 0
track ref. point r (cm track ref. point r (cml) track ref. point r (cml)
S OMVAaG TR 0600866 —C o b a—mkEit e
JE— —V - —G|opal—mKEl ——
a1 VBV 111 e 8
0.8 0.0 - T T T ~n 0.5

0 RN RS S W

fakerate vs z

R NS SO W

e SR aatN |

(O SRPPPPS PRPPRRS beee

0.3

0.2

L SR S S -2

v

Ratio

s
T

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

0.95!

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4
0.3F--
0.2F
0.4F-
n.i.l.l.l.l.i...i...
o W
I P
o [
PP L 0 - - D

0957720 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

=60 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 : : : : .
Q__'. P— I P— I P I —— I P I P—

Ratio

0.5

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

%0

2 0.45]

2

= 04

0.35
0.3

0.25]
0.2

0.15
0.1

0.05]

al

pileup

1.0

Ratio

0.95!

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

~ 05

-2 0 2 4 6 8

10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


