[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

0.4 FERTPRREE RTPPIRPPRE o

7 SRR RO R S

- W

0.95

1072

C 10!
track ref. pomt r (crrll)

it q

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.5
g4

dupllcates ral

Ratio

0.35

o
w

0.25
0.2

0.1
0.05

0.15F

0.95 H H H
1072

I
N
RRANRRARN RRRY

&

1071

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.7
0.6[
0.5
0.4
0.3

0.2

0.8,

0.95 ; : :

[ Fake rate vs

T

fakerate vs z

Ratio

3 SRS NI RS N

7 RO SRR SN SR SN B

'T‘F— %é\; t-50000t

"'“-----; """""""" T -""""' """" "+}

0.95!

fa) EFEFEEEES EETETETE ST AT AT R A A BT A R

T N
| L A

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

30 =20

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

o
[
!
&
.

o
o)
[

o©

P
!
H

o
N
[

A S A S SEE S

- - M . "
[ 2% sautesetettaa® ag o

0 -15 -10 5 0 5

Sim. PV z (cm)

30

10 15 20

N 0.2
>0 18_
‘—0.16:
S
©0.14F
£ E
20.12F

0.1
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

k=]

Ratio

1.

09537

B

B

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

-20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.2
> o
a.-0.18¢

0.95%

20 -15 -10 5 0 5

Sim. PV z (cm)

30

10 15 20

e
T

0.95

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

-20

30

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.2

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

05




	Contents
	Page 1


