[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Fake rate vs

il

.
To=TTT

107
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

- 05

b4
o 0.45F

@®
=

es

%0.35F
g

0.3k
0.25
0.2
0.15

duplic

0—1

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~-0.02
[

1072 107

- E%M H

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Y |

. S SR SR AR AR

”épéE'Tm'nTM

9
a

a#f-%éﬁu

H”l“llullllllll”
e

0.95L

=30

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

=20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

L=eveee T R SRR AR R

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.7

0.6

0.5

duplicates rate vs z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

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

Ratio

0.95L

Y| S

il

||||I'§IIIII|||

=30

=20 =10

0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

TTTT[ T[T T T[T T [ TTTTTTTT

0.2

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

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

30

0.1~
o O
T [
x

510 15
Sim. PV z (cm)

20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

~0.05
>
0.045
=
‘{,—)0.04
$.035
2
«so 03
@ 025
20,02
0.015
0.01
0.005

V|

Ratio

e
T

seefpennaes
T

0.95-

®10-8 =6 -4 -2

0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


