[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

0.8 TREE (I R
L : =+ |
L N . HE LS
0.4} -1 T :
B E 1% 13 sy :
. s . & 5
3 ¥ : :
0.2~ + * T o |
ke : :
J"G: ] AN 3
1.1 - 1T - A
*.. 14 i :
W - P REEEEEN
0.9[FH#HF - HA |1 R F ISERRER
E 1 1 i
0.8k : :

1072

10. 0?
point r (cm

[ 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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

i ottt [ e

10t 1 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Fake rate vs

|

fakerate vs z

Ratio

il

oo
msod
DD
[l
3‘—(

0.6f-- ke

0

1-—.-----.-------:-
L

0.2+ 1-f-filf

B

oo I ]
09F------ ' ...... i |
[ . 115
oL H
= =20

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8 : ' : :
X R B
T S M S e s
N
1— """ W ;
09— ----- """
551510 5101520

Sim.- PV z (cm)

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

QF

Ratio

0.5

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

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

0.1

Ns) e T

R R R e A
05 =15-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


