[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

0.8_— """"" i'."; """""""""" qrreeneeees

I=-eeeeeee A I

1
rack ref. pgint r (crrll)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

duplicates rate vs r

Ratio

2

0.

0.95
1072

e R =

of e

1071

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrll)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.

0.

0.

0.

LI A W S
A —
S SRR S B B
E .#ll|| _____________
—
0.955 i E i
107

1072

|
. +ﬁ--; ----------- —

ann

[ Fake rate vs

EEE

i

fakerate vs z

3 SRS NI RS N S

B

1 [

Ratio

0.95

S et
iy :|||I||nn:nlllll||:

20 -10 0 10 20

=30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.

>
20.09
£
£0.08
£0.07
o
$0.0§
e
€0.05
0.04
0.03

1
4

e

10 15 2
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5

duplicates rate vs z

30

%‘%?gg%@é&g _

0.
0.

0.

. S SRS L S
B

R W
I o

Al

|

6510 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.8

duplicates rate vs Sim. PV

0

o©
]

I e
NS N}

o
w

L
o g g e e
TR

.

et

Z15 210 5 0 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

30

10 15 20

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.
0.
0.

0.

0.95 :

RS .S O S M
i N N N +

o
L e o ¢

B SO SO e south IR

H
T
:
.

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

[ Pileup rate vs.

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

o
2}
[

0.95!

. A s S S AR A s

dud
A

-

e
TTT T

5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0 -15 -10



	Contents
	Page 1


