[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

©
©
[

fakerate vs r

I=--eeeeees ottt F -

o
o)
!

I
IS
!

o
N
¥

Ratio

Fake rate vs

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.5
4

20.09
@
=0.08
@
%0.07
e
20.06
(=]
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0
- Q=

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

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

+
T e

Ratio

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cm

=

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

O e

02f e L

l— ----------------------------- |--<>--o-r--<>-

Ratio

0sk : :l

1072 0+

ggw EEEHE@EUWE@)uangﬁwd RECO

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

Ratio
=
Iy

10 15

20

Sim. PV z (cm)

*50
track ref. point z (cm)

30 =20 -10

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~0.05
>
20.045
£
70.04
%$.035
g
©0.03
%]
$.025
o
20.02
=}
©.015
0.01-*
0.005
G-I 1

Ratio

1.5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

1 2
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6f--

0.4

0.2

Ratio

=10 (')

10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

I=-eees T T HRRRERE
R s R P TR
0.6l T YL
1 R SN S S —

7S RS SRS SR SR

Ratio
T
+5
e :

T R T N 1

20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


