[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.5 " |

045+ ; SRR | AR e

"

>

o]

o ]

o 04T
¥4

<

S

0.35F ==+

Ratio

N
F
&
_‘
H
iy
P

[ 5
0.95 . L

102 10

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
009
008
007
_% 006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002F}
0.001

licatesyatevs

&

4.

[T T T TR

)

1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (crrl])0

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8,

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.1

0.2

Ja| mE P | 1 P | M| Ly
FNVS) T T
+
HFrt L

Fake rate vs

B E%Mi %"%EEQE?

~ 0.5
~0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3]
0.25
0.2
0.15)
0.1
0.05)

fakerate vs

I 3 : T : :

IS E : T :l i :

x 1:— """ B o 1 2 R N
0.95F ------ RS ol T ] _______ -
%5 =20 -10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

o
N

£0.35

fakerate vs Sim
o
w

0.25
0.2
0.15)
0.1
0.05

1.

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

5%%‘%&5%%&1&%@@@ e

=20 -10 0

10 20

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

1.0

Ratio

[ e
w
|
N
|
N
o

0.95]

12
Sim. PV z (cm)

3 4 5

30

N 0.5
% N N N N N
L ARCas R SIS SIS
) A S s e
e

ate

=

plleup

4

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5

> N N N N N N N N N
Bo.AgE oo b

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


