[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.4

0.2~

; | e {' """"""
> r . :* .
[} o . . .
© - : : :
QD 0.8f--eeieee Beneeses ¥ SR
£ i : :

0.6[ oo SRR ) SO e

Ratio

1QF

1.7

10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02
.018F
.016F
.014F
.012

duplicajessatevs

0.008F
0.006F

0.01F <o e 1 ------------ R

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

l_"" """"""

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio
=

0.9F

0.8L

DOM beforePR

Fake rate vs D

UéIVI MOMKFIT

M~afterPR

N T
» : : : : :
> | gaZeteq . . N L eanalg
o) ."".-I: : : .;'"lll
® 3 — : PR, e
¢ 0.8f------ FRRICSAREEERERE ARERREEE: g
5 - FE : D
h r " D
O AR S e S
L : % : - :
L . : 0
- : S : « :
e HE
I : ., : o :
[ T e
r LN

7 RS RN S, S50 B S

Ratio

0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
0.0.45

£
o 04F

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio

1.

1

L0F

20 -15-10 5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

N o e T,
” 1
@ L
2 [ : : : : :
@© r : : : : :
0.8f------ FREREREN R A e
3 - : DT e, :
2 | : o :
a 3 : W e :
L R S
i : : : .:_ H

Ratio

130 =20 =10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

0.3

] S ST R R
F | Frptttty yraaiaaes. ,;,++++:+++ :
ook al ; ; ; ; H
10 15 20

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



	Contents
	Page 1


