[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

T D s

Fake rate vs

s
T T

+

track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

—_

>
D.
+-0.04

s
@
®
=
I
S

0

0

0

Ratio

20.03

0.05

045
.035]

025
0.02
015
0.01
005E

1.0

L

0.95

1072

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

R e Fre =
0.8 ............
0.6--reeenee S N
0.4t oo ............ .

7, RURRS RRSRE AR ) N

B

—_——
—_—

—t

1

E%M H

fakerate vs z

f-ee -

”épéi”i i i,

.-

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
0.0.45

fakerate vs

Si
o
D
frrTrrrep
——
—p—
._9.5
i
Pl
4

I
O w
w U1

s S St S S S

o
o 2
01N
Ty
:
_..¢;_.“

S s e o O e

Ratio

0.95%

b ’l Wbl LB
| g
=15 —10 =5 0510 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

N
>

h

®
o

50.06
©
0.05

€0.08
3
0.07

OJ.

009

0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

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

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

N
>
0

n

%.035F
[¢]

®
o

[}
$.025F
(&)
£0.02F
=}
9.015F

0.005

£0.04F

0.05
.045F

0.03F

0.01

____________________________________________
. Feeeedese e dee el
__________________________________________ "

I : : :

: : : HE 3
U R - + ---------- S {g ----- P

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

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4f

0.2

- go|

0.95!

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

pileup rate vs Sim. PV

6T0 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.9!

0 =15 -10

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


