[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

il

0.8

0.6

0.4f--wemeees Beeeeens :

0.2F--eeee --------- ik
E V 5 5
LA PR (R A e

track ref pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

1

°
©
[

o
o)
I

duplicates rate vs r

o
IS
I

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

1072

1071

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)o

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

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

B E%Mi“ i

|n|

fakerate vs z

Ratio

I------- Tesu
R """ A """"
S 1
I

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=10 0

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

T A A A

R T R

0.6

04t

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

S50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N05

itialSt
'”'ha@ Besg Chi2Zero

I
~
a

o
~

duplicates rate vs
o
© w
w ()]

0.25

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

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

v I

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20 -10

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.1
>
20.09
1S
=0.08
20.07
g
©0.06]
3
= 0.05
o
=0.04
=}

B0.03F+

0.02
0.0

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

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.

>
8.0.09
£
50.08
£0.07
g
«so 06
30 05
3004

Ratio

0.03F--
0.02
0.01

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


