[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

I=-eeeeeee A [ Taiaing

fakerate vs r

S s S o

0.6+ S :

o SR E S N M 3

S| | ¥ * .

o

\S]
q_._u T
+ H

‘_H,_".
s,

g
N
TTTT

Ratio

1 , 11T A T

0.8t i h
1072 107 1

Fake rate vs

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

R P :

Ratio
=

D E N
+
S
Py
+
L 2

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)O

1I—-I---

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

Ratio

LT
“10 0 10

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.3

0.2

oo

0.

[y

TTT [T I T T[T ITT[TTTT[TTTT]

L

o N y
g ool L B
x 1-5_—"":""r--*--:-f#I% Fd--oe
15 -10 - 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.7
2
20.09
€0.08
2
£0.07
o
50.06
©
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

q

Ratio

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02p
> s
f.018F

S.016f

%014
Q
©.012
3
£o.01
(&)
2.008
=)
9.006
0.004
0.002

Ratio

0.5

i

12 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

....................... S

N | :éffﬁfﬁff

; 1_—------:.-l--'--: -------

S H

@ r :

s r :

o 0.8 e

S o H

5 L :

= [
0.6f--f--
0.4
0.2t

2 O:I”IIII”I”I

= 1E—-u - -an :

P 3 SO B 11
o N R “
0.7k ; i :

1€
w
o

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

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

1 .

0.8

0.6

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2

Ne)

Ratio

0.9

0.8

0.7,

|
N
o

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


