[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

SR R

fakerate vs r

o
o)
[

]

0.4+~ e
0.2_'4‘.' ................

o

for]
!
<,

[ Dupli

cates 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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

" i preneeeeees AR
> 3 : : :
g__,) -
5 ¢ : : :
o 0.8 - reeeneees AN ERRRRES dreeseneees
> - “a : : .
[} -
—3 u -
o | - . . .
- : :
0-6__ """" e T F R
- - &
- - : :
0.4+ F e AR EEERERRE: ARREEEEREEE
L D e : :
- . - . .
[ R :
. P **‘% 70| R
o LW{'\- RPN BRI LI
- : 1 :
N S 4 08 : | | S
0.95L H Il H

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.95]

®0 =20 -10

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

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

v
o
o

B

T e o

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

0.01

------ - - - A ] e

10 0 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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.8

e

N e

pileup rate vs z

(IR TS S T, N
e e e e o

T R S T

02 b

O

.

H

Ratio

o fe—

0.95!

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

A SR HEE S S S S

o
©
!
:
+

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z
o
D
T T
&+

02 10 15 20

%0 -156-10 -5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


