[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.5
0.45

fakerate vs
o
5

0.35

0.25

o
o
o
¥ Iil_l
e
4,_1;‘
Bt

+ e
-+
L L

o

©

o1
F

o " f ;

= 1] ] :

S HET (& ] :
a4 g3 <117 "+17 "': """""" STt

-+ . + . .

Fl+ 5 N

C 1 1

10

1
rack ref.

1 2
pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
009
008
007
_% 006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

licatesyatevs

0.001

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

; | R T i bbb

> B H

Q = . . .

g e iy H : :

o 0.8y iy * ----- SRERPPEEPER reeeeeaes

o [ ++ :+ ; :

50 Hy : :
0.6+ H eeeeeeene e RRRRPRPREE
(Y] I FERTPRREE RTPPIRPPRE o
7 IR SR -

r\- L] L T | TR | TR

o ~WF : 1 :

T [ T ]

04 [ i+ ]

1_-++ TFIIT: SRR
0,958 : | ;
1072 101

Fake rate vs

KOOQ -

lwlole

M_Tes
M~t est doubleFit

CRFFitDefault
M~"test” mkFitFit noOL

fakerate vs z

e
0.8wrrerereeees peee

0.6 e P

R S

0.2 ekt

Ratio

datadoonann

=20 -10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

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

~ 0.7
>
2.0.09
£
50.08
£0.07
o
$0.0§
e
$0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

S iy

Al iy

T T
i
+

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0 5

~ 0.0

2]
.009F
B.008F
%)
9.007F
Qo
9.006F
e}
0.005F
0.004F
0.003F
0.002F
0.001F

Ratio

............................. T
.............................. T
............................. R
H
-20

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
2.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
3 004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

QF

%0

20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40

pileup rate vs z

SERRY
L
o

7 SRR SRR SN SR SN B

Ratio

0.95

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

0

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

1

b
©

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

0 -15 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


