[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

| """""" ""' """"

©
©

fakerate vs r
L]

o
o)

I
IS

-+
'

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

0.4

0.2

1072 10t

| [EEEEEEEEEEE e E e REEEEEEED

I

0.6

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| SEEEEEEEEES [EEEEEEEEEEE e e

0.8frw o ------------ l I -----------
R B T% ________ ___________

0.4F--s P T ----------- fee e

pileup rate vs r

7 SRR VSR SO S

L -«
-
L gl

Ratio

O—l
—— RaM-mKET—TINEWNG
Fake rate vs | —— —MREN—TTREN

8- enMatch-CUT2

-genMatch-CUT2

S S SR AR SR

fakerate vs z
T
2

TN

7 A0 RS SO SN SR S

Ratio

0835 20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15
0.1
0.05

Ratio

0920 =1 10 —'5 5 é 6 1520

Sim. PV z (cm)

duplicates rate Vs Z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

1

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

T [T T TR T T [T I [T [T T T T [ TTT T TTTT

-

230 —io L5 (') T 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

Ratio

,_.
'
—
E

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.3

0.2

0.4F--------- REPERS RERRRES CREPRE TERREE: R

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

B =15 -10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

S T T SR S S S
0.8

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

R

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

Ratio

08515 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


