[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

| e A

a%éii;;ifii;#?ﬁ?i;gﬂf;Im“

0.96%
1072 107 1

02
track ref point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—0.05
¢
$.045
8
+0.04
]
®.035
S
20.03
(=]
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005F

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

1=

Ratio

0.8F--

0.7

OfF==r

0.9F--

1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.6

| SEEEEEEEEES T R, e SRRREEEEEED

O Beeeeens

02f e L

Vi

fakerate vs z

- E%M ET HE T

0

- oo 0808 @ - oo e s

0.8 -1+

0.6

0.4

20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

N

> N N N N N N N
BOABE ke b

=
0}

fakerate vs

028w LT

0.5

o
O w
w U1

e

=

gt

o
N

Ot

......

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N 0.02r
@.0182—
B.016F
)
2.014F
=]
D.012F
(o] o
0.01+
0.008F
0.006F
0.004F

0.002F

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

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

20
track ref. point z (cm)

10 30

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

...........

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

..........

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

oal- Ll

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

S T T SR S S S

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

0.9!

[y
T

0 =15 =10

5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


