[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

| T SRR =

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
f

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

0.

N
I

Ratio
~
T el

0.95F-F

0.“:
1072

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008]
.007
.006]
0.005]

auplicajessatevs

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

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

.
T T

lOI_l 2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

-
0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

| SEEEEEEEEES T T wee

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens RTINS foeeeees

7 RSURRS SRR S S

Ratio

[ Fake rate vs

oot
DD
[29.99]
[729:%]
ooo
===
e===4

1fsse-oan oo oo - - [T PP AP

fakerate vs z

%

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

Y
+ |

o 920 =5 =10

Jb 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

o
o
o
al
TTT[ T[T [TT T [ TTT [ TTTT[ TTT T[T TTTr[TITTY

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

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

----------------------
] ] L L ] ]

30

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

=20

[ 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

I 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

0.6
0.4

0.2f- |4

S TR S S
os H#'*‘-'-'—'-'»,:HI{H

L S S

Ratio

-10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

0.8~

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

S T FE SR S S S

7 U F R W S W 4

02l bt bbb

Ratio

0 =15 -10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


