[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 05
Q
20.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1E-
0.05

fakerat

Ratio

0.95

1072

2

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

auplicajessatevs

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

- 05
4
20.45
©
=04
>
20.35
o
0.3

4

[ Fake rate vs

N 0.5

T11]
[anqq)

coood

S :
9045:_ """ . """" U I . """"
@ E . .
5 04 poeeees P R Jrenenes
< E : :
B0.35F et P R ARLLLL TILITTE PR
0.3;— ------ TR oo
0.25F -+ rheeeenes PRRE DR STPR PRI e
0.2F e ebrrrees b Do
0B+ +verereseb e
T 1 —
(0T SRR SRR A O IS SR R
SRV T S U U B S
2 .
14 [
| e Tt b

0835 —=

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~N 0.5 -
> :
010.45—"'5"
g :
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

o
N
T[T T[T [ TTTT [ TIT I T TTTT

fakerate vs

"i"""

B
TTTT T

°©
o
=

10 20

=10 0

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

30

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

) U R DO U N

Ratio

0.5

%0

20 40
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 =20 0

60

- I e .
e I e .
I T e
e Lo b b b s s
....................... 1 S

0 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 05
>
2.0.45

[y
TTTT T




	Contents
	Page 1


