[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

1

©
©

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

e
[~]

1.1F

£ O P

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01
.009
.008]
.007
.006]

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

Pl T 4
]

-2 1071

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.2

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" ""' """"""

| IS ..... %‘.T.llﬁ.

fakerate vs z

Ratio

it

6 enMatch-CUT2

-genMatc

h-CUT2

0.6

0.4

0.21-

J.-GIIII

I S S

| U SO S SRS S

Hiii
it ‘;Hpmmﬂ#

R =
—

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

Ratio

=% é 10"1'5 50

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.02p ; ; ; ;
S e T St 8
016
O
PIPLCINNNS SR N .
7 S S
0000
e e

0.004F -+ +-beeee i eneemrdoneenndinnencdennns

0.002F - + ........ ........ +

Sdatey’s

auglicate

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

Ratio

Y| S

0.95!

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

B
T

2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

I NLENn

T R e

7 AU SRS SRS SR A S

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

Tt w‘wawWTM‘
+1

o010 2030
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

S T T SR S S S

R

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

0.95°

| -t .L:*‘f*

M*mwﬂm"% lﬁ

—'5 0 é 61520
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ir"\"

ZO —15 10



	Contents
	Page 1


