[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vs r

0.5

0.4

0.3p-*
[

0.2F

0.1

1OF
128

Ratio

LR

l_ ."....

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
4
2.045
S
=0.04
[
®.035
e
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01

0.005E
i

HE d

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

+0F

Ratio
-

[ Fake rate vs

N 0.5

Q0 b ] :
@045 :
o] E : ! :
g 04 ;
=< E : ! :
30.35;— """ FAMAE ikt .
0.3Ffo {4 :
0.25F -+ 4ffil ;
o2f- il ;
(T SRR | | T PR
E : [ :
() SSRTERE SRR ARRRRETEPPRPRRE | PR dreeen
YT SRR SRR | SO SRS | RO S
S S U TR SUUUE N T
- SN | B T IS
¢ b i b g
T
E o '|#' et
T H J *l Ii* r H
30 20 -10 0 20

10 30

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

0 10 20 30

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

0.6

0.4

0.2

1 U

R T R

e
1.2F-
LIE-
:

04t

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.7
>
10.09
£
=0.08
20.07
o
©0.06
3
20.05
o
350.04
=)
©0.03
0.02
0.01

QF=

Ratio

762 4
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio

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

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~n 05

.PVz(cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


