[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

-y e R

o 1 _

0.6+ FRERRES (RRE R IRERELE: e
0.4f-weeeee Froeeeenens Pl

7 SRR RO R S

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

S

o.95é— .......... H gy

0.9

1072 107

fakerate vs z

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

0.2

o D e
1Y IR, e SR
0.6f----=-- Foeeeees SRIREEELIE: e

0.4f--eeeees TR (X 1 RN TR

Ratio
=
[$)]

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

e L
0.8 ERRRREE

0.6 Feeee

e TR (X % RN TR

Ratio
.
C
=k
=,

C-a"r

1

0.4+t

0.2F ks

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

0.955

1—-----;.-

30 -20

~10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z
Ireeoreerees

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

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

o
fos)
[

o
o)

o©
P
[

o
N
[

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

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

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

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

“15 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate vs z

0.4

0.2

0.8+

0.6

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

s
1.08f
:
095

Ratio

0.95

930 =20

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
£0.07
9
©0.06
)
£0.05
(8]
50.04
> N
©0.03F
0.02
0.0}

Ratio

i
T T T

090

#ﬁfmﬁﬁ

0 -15

—10 -5

10 15 20
S|m. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

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

O SR R R

O

R S ;-

¥ S

Ratio

£ =EEEED

0.9%

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

~ 0.7

>
0.0.09

-20 -15 -10 -5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


