[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

©

©
!
.

o
o)
[

o
D
T

02 ;"#
[ i+

I=----ee--- [EEEEEEEEERD EEEEEER e mn e mamnnan

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

1072 107

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

) RURRS RRSR § N—

+QF

Ratio
=

os_

0.6F

— \/ < |
[Fake rate vs { —— EgMgtg % g@ﬁ HE%STOLDSAMPLE relf4
1—------:--‘0-----5 -------- . -------- ------------- NOOE 1—-.-.-..-nm -
[ : - - 3) S A SRS SO A H

fakerate vs z

o
0
!
.

o
o)
T

I
IS
T

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.1
> . . . . . . .
T R A
£ S U S A AU S S
GOOBF
Ty S SO SIS SOUNT S NN
©0.06F
goE i
“@0.055—""5 """ +++pﬂ_:_++++++ .....
0.04'—----3----JE- AR RIR NS
SRR
ooz—ijri*t‘n"w :

e e S o

Ratio

“Z10 0 10 20 30

T - [ =S R
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

€0.04
wn
2.035
e
50.03
T
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio
iy

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

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

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

AT A
-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

L I : i
-10 -5 0 5 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

0.6+ {1

oaff-

T

Y VU SUUPUUN VUUOON SOPUUE SOOI

Ratio

0.95F ------ P

0":

30 =20

~10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

0.8

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

S T T SR S S S

R

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

Ratio

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



	Contents
	Page 1


