[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

i R B

o
[es]
!
%
.

o
o)
!
*

I
IS

o
N
[

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8
0.6
R e
oo

v

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

- 05
4
5 0.45
<
= 0.4
% 0.35

es

1

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.3

] ST — AR

0.2+ eeeee- SR S

o -

o -

o -

i A
o .-

p L

W

=

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

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

R
0.8
O
ot

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

®o-15-10 5 0 5

B

16 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

o
N
()]
TTTT [T [T [TT T TTT [ TTTT[ TTTT [T TTTT[TTTT

&

s
TTTT T

||||||““lluuuuulllu||| ||
=i

%0 -20

o010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.2

B0 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N

g . . . . .

g AR
T S S S S S
0.3 f++-eiesseribessendee e
03+ : ' :
0.25F

at

=

pileup

0.5

02} !
0.15H ped
0.1?1'
0.05H oaeeend
o T e

4: |||||“Jlllu. uulll““ ||

1 e L
09535000010 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

.simPVz]

~ 05

0.9!

B0 =15 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


