[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

P I=-eeeeeee R H
> 3 : +

@ [ o1

© L : T

P g

L 0.8 il EEREEN FAREEEERERE
< [ :

S

1
tr,

1 2
ack ref pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0

@ : :

oo [ols| SECCTELEEE FEPRETRRE ) ARREEEITTIIE: SREEERRRRLE
T " :

B.008F -+ mrrerh e dreeeeenees
9

2

007
_% 006
0.005
0.004
0.003

T[T [ TT I [ TT T [ IT T [ TT T Toet

0.002F
0.001
£ T
@
I
" F

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

e Heeaeaaeaaan

iy

1071
Fakeratevs\ —— Eg

es —m EFE
est—m |

efautt

re est

fakerate vs z

0.95 ; ; ;

10 20 30

30 -20 -10 O

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

0.4

fakerate vs Sim
o
w

0.25

0.15)

5' 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N0.02F—— : —— .
LT, SRS SN S RS S
D016+ ewieeeeee b R SIERCTF SRR
0 H H H H H
B.014F -+ +heee bbb
Q . . . . .
B.012
© L
0.01
0.008
0.006
0.004
0.002F

1.0

Ratio

B
TTTT T

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

0.95]

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.0

>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

9“M{\lell T P U
g [
@ T kY

I e Y e B S A e S

09 0 5 0 & 10 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

N M @

®0 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

Q

.O|

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

e

0 o165 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


