[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

F

&

I p priT
N .......i L Rt | L R | IR EITT
1071

102

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

| T T EEE R

S T L
o i ‘*ﬁ%‘ ..... o

02f T bbb

| - FERTTT B R AR T
¥ ’ 1

| s SRR
s .

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.6+ Feeee L

o *’4’#%*%1 .........

0.4f=emeees FRRSRERCIEPE e

73 RS SRS

| SEEEEEEEEES T R R SRR

o
o @ .
fa) PRI | ol L P | Ly
P
.

= "'EEE HE e

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8
0.6
0.4

0.2

0935 20

i ERRRRE R CLELLRRLE HRRRRRRRAET

e

X e :
. o
L : " ?’
L . 4 H
..... ..lsaJ
L . T L] @
B . ® -]

-6 0 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

0.1

ol
i

10 15 20

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

o
o]
F

0.6

0.4

0.2

L.

1_“’ """""" :""""""""': """"""""
IR
:...i.P:i“....l....i% Ll
rllh ““é
il
0985 20" —10 010 2030

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

R

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.2

. @
PRI B

100 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

D

il

0.9!

0 =15 =10

[y
TTTT T

5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


