[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

0.6+

| [ W

0.8f- oo e :

3 — ’ 1A

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

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

- 05

4

5 0.45

<

= 0.4

@

% 0.35
0.3

0.25
0.2

0.15
0.1

0.05

S

duplic

Ratio

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

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

Fake rate vs

.-
dOTTITT

N~ 0.1

¢
90.09
I
50.08
¥4
$£0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

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

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

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

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

N 0.0
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
2
©0.06
L
©0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01F

...........

Ratio

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

od
o
N}
(3
T T I T T T T

N Ml l |i| l l
0 -0 0 10 20

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.02p
> r
3(_).018_—
%.016F
%.014F
4] E
®.012F
@ o
2 o0.01
(&)

$.008
= -
9.006F
0.004F
0.002F

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

.........

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

Ratio

-

0.5F

C_"'

-0150

v 4
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07

)
.009
9.008
o
.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

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

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

Ratio

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
%0.009
%.008
9.007
3
©.006
o
2.005
9.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


