[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

o I R AR el
> B H H .
Q o . .
s : :
S 0.8 e
£ 1 : + 5
0.6+ Foeeeees SSITLEER RS e
0.4f----o-o- Beoeeees % ---------------
[ o, 1 :
e L L XA e
0.2 st :
e ]
S | IIRIE
@ 4l [4] [Tl
1----"--1]5“" + -+ 3 N G-
0.95 AN

1072

10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006]

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

s

4

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.

0.

0.

0.

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" """""

IR TR S -

I 4“*‘*+++*H’+Jf+ ‘

B R p— -

2 UM SR

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

TT__origina

Fake rate vs

—— D

DOQM
DéM‘TI initOnlyFWDO_PU
M~TT _initOnlyFWDO—PU

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

Ratio

i

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

[ Fake

ratevs.simPVz |

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
.009
.008
.007
.006]
.
0.
0.
0.
0.001

%]

?
g

uglicates

005
004
003
002

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

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
.009
.008
.007
.006
.005
.004
.003]
.002
0.001

>
0
E)
@
®
0
g
2
D

0

I 23 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.

0.

0.

0.

Lo e,

) O L0 RO

o bbb

=20 -10 0

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

o
©

10
track ref.

20 30
point z (cm)

1

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20



	Contents
	Page 1


