[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

) SPUTSIN RR

fakerate vs r

e o e :

0.5F---emeees FRTITPRREE RTPPIRPPORY ;

e R s

0.3

0.2

Ratio

. pomt r (crrll)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
009
008
007
@ 006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

licatesyatevs

0.001

Ratio

10‘l 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.6

[ e A

0.8 R RRRRR e % IRIRIREEE

i :
T | L L
£l 4-- =Tt
133 -H
L =4
R

EEE%%%@W%@@&

~ 0.5
~0.45F
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25F
0.2
0.15

fakerate vs

Ratio
-

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

o

o

©
R R

=
AL L L LA

H
o
b
Sf

NOOJ.

p 009F
B 00sE
%)
9.007F
(&)

9.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

QF

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

n 0.01
>
.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
9004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001]

Ratio

0.5

QF

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 20 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

10

(7% SECCCLR SRR F T -

oo b b SR
0.9 -+ R | T
0.8 ; 1 5 10 20

-10 0

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

20f

- P s
e ) S
<+
IR
& .
a
EEE FEEEE FEETE FEETE FEEEE NATE ST SR
b AR TEEE LR

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


