[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

0.

0.

0.

0.

i

1.05}

0.95¢
0—2

1

8|

6

4

2

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

1

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

10 1
track

1 2
ref. pgint r (crrll)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

i A FA "' """"""

Ratio

10‘l 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

. DT T R
o
oot
0.45—'-* -------- ------------ T e
R 5
ST DU
ol T
vk Wﬂf I ] e
1c:)‘1

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0

0.

09530

= BT

§%§?$E§$§§$HEE§_Q£§ e

P { """""
PR, - O RN S SO O
| S P SOS
(< A

7 S | RS SN VAR SRS S
r e

I R T N AR S
n- | | .i. | ]

13011 30 ISRV AN N

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

—20

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

O0.7F b ee e b b

06
Foo oot Bantent o *

T R T A R
E : : L4

0'45_ """" 4'5 """""" A

0.3+ ceeesbeeehees e

0.2+ irreerherieess R RAEEERRLEEE

0.1+

Y T T T PR FUTIE FUUI PO PO
1_+ ﬂ ! .

09557215 .10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

0441

0.2

Ratio

0.95

0.95f - -

=30

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

-20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.5
5_0.45
£ o4
£0.35
0.3
£0.25

= 02
T30.15

0.1

0.05

es rate

plical

B
T

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

T P
e A A et
S S T S s
0.4f- {1l SIS ST TS S

i e i e
0.2 * ------ e

AR | ] L ..i' 1
J..UU_ : : :

4% #ﬁm-wdk{ﬂ 117 SRR
09545

=20

=

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


