[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

e e Sy

fakerate vs r

(Y IR e SR
0.6+ RERE RAREE ARSRTPEERTRS: e

R 11 """ """""" """"""

0.2

J.AG: |I S

s

0.85 L
1072

Ratio

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
007

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o
o
()]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.007

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

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

0.4

0.2

[ """" "' """"""

Ratio

eSI—MKEI
es —mE I{ |

—
—_—
Fakeratevs{ —— e3t—mKkFi

Defautt

' Felest

o

R S

fakerate vs z

S RS TR e s o
) SRS RIS M N s

02 b

Ratio

R R R 1

fr—————

0.9F -+
0.8

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
2]
.009
B.008
%)
9.007
Qo
9.006
e}
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

q...

0

20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

0.2

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileu

p rate vs.sim PV z |

1

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

R

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


