[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8~

fakerate vsr

0.6

0.4

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

Ratio

3

-

Fake rate vs

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

X SRR Foeeenaennd e e

oL H
1072 107

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8f+-eeeeee

0.

[e2]
_!§:
3
-
—_—]

O Pl

1:— ---------- l

02 |

E%M H "'“i%u?ﬁ'

g
g
g

CCC

nlayer coh
L} ol-a e??g%e‘?pcohll

=

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6
0.4

0.21-

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

Ratio

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

20 30

[ Faker

atevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-.0.45—
€

o 04

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

0.15F -}

0.1
0.05

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

Ratio

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

duglicatesdatey/’s

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

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

q

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

+- - GO - -

e e - - -

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

1

bbb
R
oyl T ]

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


