[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

| """""" ' """" e

fakerate vsr
o
[ee]
i
—_—

) SRS S R

0.2f-eemeeee g

Ratio

=

0.95

1072

Fake rate vs

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

IT=N

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
= 0.0%

.009
.008

uplicas
Bl
o
mII

o o
o o
S S
E &
1 T

o

o

o

N
TTTITTTITTTTTI T
I [ |

._\
4
-
"

1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

—_——
—_—

—_—

~ 0.8
0.7

0.6

fakerate vs

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

L0

50 -10 0

=20 - 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-.0.45
€
o 04

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

........

0.95!

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

T

~0.02p
.018F
.016F
014F---- : . . ;
T ORI SRR SO O
0.01:_ . . . . .
0.008F
0.006F
0.004f
0.002

sdateys

duglicate

TTITLITTITTT

-10 0 10
track ref. point

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

20

30
z (cm)

~0.05

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

B
o
+-
4

' ol 0 0 0 Bl i

0 -5 0 5 10
Sim. PV

15

20
z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6F

0.

Ul

1.0

BN Y
TR N gy

i

0.9!

e

-‘H”HHH““HH”HHH@HHHH@””“HHHHH
IR
0 -2 1 : 20

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

1

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


