[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
= 0.0l
p E

T D S e D s

E : : : 2 r
SR SR SR N €3 B o N SR R S s f
0.8f oo s R A P roseeees e g 08 s T
%— : .

I} E : : :
®.007F--------- FRRRERRREEEE: R ARRREEEEE
Qo F : : :

fakerate vsr

Y T o S SR .06 e R Y SO T SR A
50° : : 0.005F++++++++ TR AR e [ a : :

0_4-— ------ PR ] RN 0.004f}+++neeee- b - i S S 0_4-— ---------- . S ] RN
L s : : F : T 5 L 5 5?(,% 5

O : : 0.003F4-|- -~
5 : : : Flle4
0.2p#% e SR S 0.002f7- ¥ ;

[

0.00144! 11431
[

]

ﬁ *i ! i lﬁ"’%l m l”ﬁr el |

Ratio
"
Ratio
Ratio
.

2

0.95
1072

0? 10 ?

E
1072 10” 10
track ref. point r (cml)

2
track ref. pomt r (crrlr)0 track ref. pomt r (cml)0

m*ggr =
i @.009;— ----- Froeee 5 -------- -------- """ :

Ol POOSE [ty S S S -
AR WS S S .l R ol 3 I S S S A A 0000 T T
R AN ﬁ“w ----- I e e e i 1 LS S B A e S

(7 SRR NS RO S S

fakerate vs z
pileup rate vs z

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

*

095355519 20730 0 30 0¥ 20 -10 0 1
track ref point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track ref.

| il

30
point z (cm)

Ratio
r
—v—rv—r'i
_'__.—.E’;
f%%
’.:_t
—rq—ov

o
N=
e

Fake rate vs. simPVz | [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z | [ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
08— ~0.02p
o . . . . . . . > o . . . . . . .

0 T TPt U SO A A S LSS e I It S S SR A

E L g L R B.016F -t
R P [ . o : :
T n R D.014F -1+

o . . . . . 3 . Q o . .
O8F- g gt b gl D.012F- -
T TR TR TS T W D FEooollir
L T AR S A L A g OO

Fo # R - U S I RS
oaf- - tod b bl d oos

o . . . . . . . %006: - -
0.004F
0.002F
.o
1
:
092
09¢ 0.8% 0.9

S T T SR S S S

e

L . | N :
R

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.2F

0.1

Ratio
Ratio

H
T
—— i

+|
e
—i—
{
.
+:..+
e
—
—
koot
e
%

: ik ; L] MR ;
=20 15 10 —5 0 5 10 15 20 =20 15 10 —b O 5 10 15 20 0 =15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


