[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

- — — 0.01 : : : — 0.8
4 L : : : 4 E : : : Y F
e : : : @009 2 07f
© o H H H @ o @ o
EACR o SRR I 008 2 06k
£ : : : ®.007F 2 F
| : : 4 e o o I
| I e ] 3 3.006F 0.5F
L : : : 5 F : : : r
o : : 4 0005;_ """"" """""" """""" """""" 0 .4__

(| e e il -------- e S S 0.3f--%
: WK l]l 0,008 ++++-eeekesresees e o

0.2 : 17 i%i | R— 0.002E ' M
*tf i 0.001F 0.1

L0 i & Ot

. . . 11 r i
X SRR Foeeenaennd e e U
| 11— . : . . 0.9

I : ok ; ; ; 08
1072 10"

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

-

0.8f-f---- S

1072 1

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

0—1
R — V—irinI etra OI -iles125 _v2_prelimWP_5iter
Fake rate vs | —— a% 1 Giter

~n 0.5 — ~ 0.1
50.45F b b SRR § ------- 3) .009
7SRRI RO 8 O SO SSRGS %008
(I SRR SR IR SRR SR 007
0.3F e hemeee b o b 006
(L R 41 SRRRE-TTRIR -EFREERE oo 0.005
0.2F e ebemeeifpere e et 0.004
0,15+ reeee gt * L3 A 0.003

O b L il l ------- R 0.002
0.08F -+ +we - | IRPRRE RPN 0.001
N a1 =

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

fakerate vs

pileup rate vs z

duglices

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

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

R St 111

I USROS RO SOSUIN SO

30 =20 -10 0 10 20 30 B0 =20 —10 0 10 20 30 930 =20 10 0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz | [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV 7 | [Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5 ~ 0.0% T T T T T N e g A A S
> . N . . . . . > . . . . .
B.0.45F - reeeefronefie et e 20.009
= OO0 SO0 LU SO S S
@ QAp 7008
R ] B LT RERIEREE $.007
: : : : : ]
R R AR S SR [ .006
H H H H H H N 7]
(O A GRREEIAESEEE-DEE B EEREESERRD $.005
R ST S 2.004
. . . . . . . >
O = R B I 375274 o | EERREEREE ©.003
R R B (11 bR 0.002
e N L S S | 0.001
Qe

0.8

I
O w
w U1

0.6

fakerate vs
pileup rate vs Sim. PV

o
N

0.4

0.2

J.-G:III
: : Lo : k:
] : 05 --e--- RN RN e S R 1
I S 0.f i -
0 15 20 %60 40 20 0 20 40 60 85510 5 05 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio




	Contents
	Page 1


