[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
.009

duplicajessatevs

0
0
0
0

Ratio

008F

007F

.006F- : f
QOBE-+ oo cheeeeens o e
F0/17| SR S SRR S
003+ +veeee b e
Q02F++ e b TR G
0001+ vechermeeeene RS

1.0 ] |||! ]
| S ST SO SO

0.95

1072

1 1
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

J.G-:
1k
0.9F
0.8F

0.7E

o I FRERRREEEEE. AR IR
> r . . .
Q 3 :
o :
208 IARERAARLEE
K :
0.6 -----------
0.4F AR
0.2 A
k=) : ] o
& 1
1072 10t 1 10 02
track ref. point r (cn%)
—— VMi—FF—m -RQM
—_— . _m |
Fake rate vs | —— E§ _1 MEEEE EgM

0
m
—mo

Ui’(l%”abﬁ?

updated-127

=

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

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

11 ¥ ERICRRCTIERTERR | FRRES

0.21-

Ratio

10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

> N N N N N N N
L A UL SUE S SN R

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

£
o 04

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

T SO B L SRS O == |«

0.1
0.05

Ratio

5

I
10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.01
.009
.008
.007
.006]
.005
.004
.003]
.002
0.001

du@llc@eS@tQ:ys

0
0
0
0

Ratio

favs)

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

0.95L

=30

0 10 20
track ref. point z (cm)

=20 =10

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0]
.009
.008
007
.006
.005
(&)
D.
=}
.003
002

>
o
?
3
Q
o
?
D

0

004

0.001

Ratio

0

1)

1 2 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

30

pileup rate vs z

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

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1 .

10 15 20

5
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


