[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

T D A

0.8f- oo e SRR

o ............ ............ i

S S

fakerate vs r

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

i ottt I

TR T

4

oy
T TTT

\ 8 enMat
-genMatch-

ch-CUT2
CUT2

fakerate vs z

o

T R e ol S

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

J-.\Qlllil

wl -
09503 A A

-20

Ratio

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
D-.O.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

S5 =15 =10 =5 0510 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0
.009
.008F
.007F
.006F
0.005F
0.004F
0.003F
0.002F

dugliciesgatey’s

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

0.95L

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

=30

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

=20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.02p
> r
20.018F
5.016f
%.014f
4] E
®.012F
@ o
2 o0.01
(&)

£.008F
= -
9.006F
0.004F
0.002F

0F

Ratio

1F

0.9F

Ou

—i5=i0 =50 & 101520

=20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

7 RS SRS SRS SR R S

T T
=
—-ip
-O:%
L
¥
.=
L
-
et

[TeE

—z'o T 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

L S T Ty
L ¥ : : : :
IR S TR U L -
0.8_ E%?-r‘;}. ! e
s e T s s e
A e o o

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

0.95°

.

.5_

—"lf
4;_

20 15 10—5 O 5 10 :Ib 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


