[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 05
Q
20.45F
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15

X

fakerat

Ja 1 1] L PRt | L1
o LW 5 d
=1 4+ |
© b
04 + =l
1H- 3 EEEE T PP
-]
T+ +
| E
JNEIR4 |4+
T H N
0.95 s '

o.os;ﬁ'.‘fﬁ__mﬁ_“

1 10 0
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01
.009
.008]
.007
.006]

I I AR B 5

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8~

0.6

0.4

0.2

oy

=0

L[]
cuwuth

fakerate vs z

L=-veeee R :

5 +,---P-"J+5

10 20

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

30
track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.2

Sras
-

-0 0
track

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N0.O2—
> r : : : : . .
20.018f - mrre s
S R
D014+
Q Lo
®.012
3

2 o0.01
(&)

$.008
=)

9.006
0.004F
0.002F

10 20 30
ref. point z (cm)

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.6

0.4

0.2

20

10
track ref. point z (cm)

30

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.95

10 -8

6420 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


