[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

o F
> o N N H
) Feeeeeennns e Lreeeeeennns
ISl 0.7 : : :
9] F : : :
& 06 preeeeeee b | R
0.5F---emeees FRTITPRREE e TR
7 TSSO SO e
0.3 oo RLRRRIREREE SRR U R
o : &

Ratio

0.9
1072

o))

1 2
ck ref. pgint r (crrll)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

0.02f - rrremrerhremreeeees +* """" AR
E i 3 1 ul
g IR : :
g B O R G d b aan s o b IR
0.9 T

0.8 L
1072 1071

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (cr%)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

+

0.95!

1072

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Fake rate vs

-50000t

. i %ﬁé@f

[P
]—-l ------------------------------------------ Ese

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

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4t

0.2+

Ratio

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.7
>
0-0.09 :
€ :
% 0.08 AN E
£0.07F---+-1-
o :
©0.06F--- -+
i)
$0.05 P
0.04F- -+

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~0.05
2]
D.045
€0.04
%)
9.035
Lo
50.03
©
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
oFs

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

Ratio

1+

0.9F------ e HHHH

0% -0 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95:

=30

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

20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1

i

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

05



	Contents
	Page 1


