[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

Fake rate vs

s

+

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

duplicates rate vs r

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

0.95 1
1072 107 2

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs z

Ratio

II ||a| I VV

ﬁ e

e rarrc

WPotWS%ESEess

1

0.4

0.2

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

0.3

e
T T

10 -8 -6

-4 20 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

o i % """"
2 r : : : : :

© r : : : : :

o 0.8F------ e EEEEREE REEE R RS (RARREEED
Q - : : : : :

8§ [ oy

S 06 *’““%ﬁfﬂﬁﬁ """"""""

7 SRS O S A1 S

7, RS LS O SR S S

Ratio

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

1 U
R I R

0.6

0.4

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV z

0.2

Ratio

0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0

[
.009
B.008
o
3.007
a
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

Ratio

D0 =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.01
E_).oog—
5.008F
9.007F
o
©.006F
o
P.005F
B.004F
0.003fF
0.002F
0.001F

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

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

Ratio

o5

Q=+

%60 =40 20 0 20 40 60

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


