[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0} : : E o 1
.009
.008]
.007
.006]

I=----ee--- [ W - n e mn

©

(o]
I
+

0.8[----eo- e SRR 11 RN

fakerate vs r
pileup rate vs
s

o
(o))
o duplicgiesdatesys

1 e

¥
+
o
o
S
a

0.4[4% L 0.004

04—**3¢+$¢3**| _________

) RSSO 1 4 N

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

s
LI

Ratio
o =
[{] o
[T |
T T
— H
i
~:§“_§ 3
—_ -

'_‘_...'..
—F

0? 1072 10t

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

IUI IUVV
B
B ault specPLess3-lowpt

~ 0.0%

[

$.009

i M| E

0.6 i|¢¢4++ ...... | ......

1071
SO
Fake rate vs —_— —m

e s RRRREEEE RN # ook e

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

0.8

fakerate vs z

pileup rate vs z

006
1 A 0.005
{1 T .| o0d
I
Efeee b 0.002

------ R R R St ek I

duglic

s Y R S S o1}

0.2

------ T T Iy

J“\Qlllilnll

Ratio

Ratio
=)
Ratio
;_’_‘O

0.95!

10 20 30 935 =20 =10 0 10 20 30 3520 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. simPVz | [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z | [ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
08—~ T T T ~ 0.01 0.8

N C - N
E E > E > : : : : : : :
I R S SR SR | e A A S ; O.7[F - herpebomeebene s
S0 T O 0 .3 N A 70, 308 L S O
S o N . dinls . LT LI T N : N
o oeb i QUTIETRE THE L o o oob LBy i R
§ 0spiop i R s I TR SIS S 50 :
e S : : : : : 0 E o : &
B 04f-i- T ------ R SRk LA $9.005F i Rt AL AU S 3 04 it ettt
o . . . . . . . Q F __________________________ 3 : ; : : :
0.3kt dee b i S o 0.3F--kee-- * ------ ARl & 1| EEEE
s R.003F - - ieeee- T s T
) SO S T T R 0000k ; (117 U S S s
A A A S 0.001F : 3
5] E d] ] : - g I E ! T I : T
@ 105 ---ios ,‘l ':'"I"I':'l'|"'r:"|"|"*. @ 105p-idfrrendeneees | A | SRR x
S I TN PR i : :
i «}ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ‘r; . {60 N D1 DA A g3
096 =15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 095=—7—=570 2 4 6 8 10 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


