[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

I R o .-v-—'-m‘,**

0.8

fakerate vs r

0.6+ Foeeeees ARSRTPEERTRS: e
0.4f-weeeee Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

7 SRR RO R S

Ratio

0.95! L
1072 107 1
al

t
[Fakerate vs { —— 3%

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
007F

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o

o

()]
!

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

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

S

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.5

2
045

[
o 0.4

>
20.35

o
0.3
0.25
0.2

2

fakerate vs z

3 SRS NI RS N

7 RO SRR SN SR SN B

O*‘n .!. | | | |
S .
@
@
1 inact A Lt et ains St .
Iy tod PR

093550 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

LR R e e i

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

o
fos)
[

o
o)

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

o©
P
[

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

o
N
[

Ratio

09557215 =10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

B.008F
0 o

g F
B.006f
S E
0.005F
0.004F
0.003f
0.002F
0.001

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

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

B
T T

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]

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

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

1.0

Ratio

B
T

0.955

6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.7

>
80.09

-+ -
+

50 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


