[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vsr

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

e S S -

O.n L 1 1
1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
= 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

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

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 08

©
u
I

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

o
o)
!
A

pileup rate vs

o o
S [¢)]
T T
—_—
—_—
e, e
g H

o
w
ARNLRARE
el
H
e

I
(S

o©
i

Ratio
=)

0.05 SN S S -

Fake rate vs DQM_TT__original

S R SR SR A

R R s S

fakerate vs z

e 1ot St s S

0.af i

0.2F------- |-

Ratio

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

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

. S R SRR S
R LR R s S

s ot s S e

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2

Ratio

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

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

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

B0 =20 =10 0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01

> : : :
80.009F -+ -+----- CRRRREE b
R S
9,007+ cbeeeees RREERE e
Q : : :
R I S S
%] N H H
9,005+ heemeees CRRREEE e
] N . .
D.004F e heeeene e e
> . . .
B R
0.002F -+ +vireenees RPN
0.001E-----+------ b e

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

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

Ratio

0.95f <= e L

N S D T

%%0 =40 -20 0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.5
2
80.45
= 04
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1

0.05]

al

leup

pI

Ratio

R TR JEN 1 S

023020 =10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.5
>

0.0.45

20-8 6 4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


