[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.95 &
1072 107

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cn%)O

1T ANl

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4
0.3

0.2

0.1

i‘*ﬂ; """ ------------------ —
i:fi+f+?'§'ffifi:ffi'ff::ﬂfffff:
00T B
g

0.95L
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

[ Fake rate vs

=0

fakerate vs z

B

1—.-----.- ---------------------------------------

=30

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate

Ratio

0.25

0.15

0.05

o
w

0.2

0.1

0.95;

0 -15 =10 -5 0

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

%E?@%@

duplicates rate vs z

Ratio

Il‘EIF
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

Y S

0 10 20 30
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

0.95!

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

-10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.95°

B0 -15-10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


