[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

SR R o

0.4f--wemees Freenen ;

0.2+ R f

Ratio

H
§

0.95

1072 107

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

Pt S T R
9% SRR SRS S S—
007fF+e-eo- e T SRR
00BF--++++++ o e froeeees

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8~

0.6

0.4

0.2~

| R ek R

0.95

=
LEL L

101

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

Fake rate vs

— E§M

VaCUIII

Phﬁ%%%

eom
geom

few

~ 0.2
g
2018
m -
50.16F
= -
80.14F
0.12F
0.1F
0.08F
0.06F
0.04F
0.02

................. [
.................. [
................ [ ——
Pl BRI B R AT BT A
L R TR R TR P PP

010 20 30

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

track ref. point z (cm)

~n 0.2
> o
0-0.18f

o T I —

I S (T

o S
Ll iR
54 -3 -2

| |. L ) lé}%ear{ é:')‘llh-cglssl F J. \IIt\I/UV
ISte” S %
0

=20

=10

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5.008
9.007
o
©.006
(%]
£.005
(&)
2.004

= :

B.003fF- b

0.002F -+ +virersnssieneesdincens deeens P

0.000F++++e-bereesedbeeeesiocnse e
Q== I - I - I - I - I -

Ratio

0.5

%0

~40

=0

0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.95!

20

0 10
track ref. point z (cm)

30

[ Pileup rate vs.

simPVz]

N

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

Ratio

0.8 : : : :
0.7E- ...... .....
L S
1RE
0.4fi |- ) I R S
0.3F i 00 N .
0.2F o S -
0.4 3 PN SO oo
AT NN

0.95

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



	Contents
	Page 1


