[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Fake rate vs

-

©
©
[

o
o)
[

I
IS
[

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
g
2.009
g
:0.008
[
®.007
e
2.006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

q

Ratio

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

oL H
1072 107

fakerate vs z

Ratio

= W g‘wf‘ 8%?%@%&%@“

Lp=eveeee TrEeeereeee AR
o
o
S -

0.2F+erbeeenb e

U AR A M ¥

0.95; —iO (')

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

TT T [ TTT [T I T[T T[T [TITT[TITT[rTTT

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

4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5k

q_...

=20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

NOOJ.

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

@ 009
$.008
o

.007
o

0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

Ratio

10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.0

> : : : : :
50.009f -+ weov- Beeees e SRRRLEE e
L S SRS A S
B,007F- -k eee b
Q : : : :
e SRRt S S
o H H H H H
P-005F----wieeeeees FRRRRRRE e SRRREERE teeee
B.004f b oo
0,008+
0.002F <+ ++eenees ERRRRES AERTRRE: e
0.001F------5------- boeeeen CRPTRRRE: SRPCIRNE oo

o q-_ S U N SN S
I L : : : : :
o [ : : : : :

] e oo R AR e

=0 0 20 40

60

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


