[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

&

R R
1_ H ﬂw“f’“{ﬁ .
H e H
L g :
e
B -]
0.8----- et R

0.4f--wemees Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

ISR SRR SRR S

0.95 ; ; :

1072 107

1
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%
.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

duplicajessatevs

Ratio

0.95

4
Loy P L1y
| SRR B LR

1072

lOI_l 2

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

- 05
2
2045
©
s 04
=}
20.35
o
0.3
0.25
0.2

AR

-
:

-

fakerate vs z

Ratio

v

0.95L

orging-oP
aret TronTM
are ron

o
a

n
ax

AR

*E§M =

R SR e

A S S S
T et s s S S
e S S S S

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

1”1 lJ
e

A
iy

.
TTTT T

™ =20 =10 0 10 20

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

i R i R A

S B St A e
s ot ot s
) SN S S S e

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

B

50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

30
track ref. point z (cm)

NOO;

o F

T T T B -
e s S s S
St T T T
L R S Ll S
Y% S G T S
e o e o
T e A
e R R S A
e

duglicates

favs)

Ratio

0.95!

=6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

=20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

1.0

Ratio

B
TTTT T

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

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

N 0.2
20.18F

0.9!

0 =15 -10

-5 10 15 20
Slm. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


