[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

o -
+
- -
) - +
-
-
- . . .
P | s PRI | PR | MR

I=--eeeeees A I

08F---------- é.;‘+ ................... e

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

I=-------- LEEEEEE -I----+----------l- ----------

S O .2 O
Tt - e

) SR S T— S—

02f b

L .~
1: ##{-{-:HI o
0.95L H . H

1072

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

i | R RN e SRR

0.8+ T I SRS LA

Y AR S * ----- SR A

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR
AR PO U S

0.95 L H H

DOM_TT newbranch

Fake rate vs

~ 0.5
g0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05)

fakerate

s
T

—— D

UéIVI TT_originai_fow

T
Powpt pLess

M~TT newbranch”lowpt—pLessMVACand

.......... ||““1L§lllll“l||§|
X |||||Il|§l||||I||||§|

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.7
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
£0.07
Q
©0.06,
I
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02

0.95!

EEELEE.

B

I II%%H?HH%H||§|

0 =15 -1

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

2

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

Tpes o -sew-ommme- - oo oo HRRREREIEEC LR ARRRERE
SV O O N
o
o
oo

favs)

0.95!

: [ i
1;'" |||EI:' -Efll| """""
30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

SR e YR
O
o

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

1+we~|% . S

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

0.957

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

N ELAE AL L, ARRREERLRLIEREE

r . . -
. . . -+ &
L R e
0.8k

o
o
[

085 =15-10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


