[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

=
0
s
o
©
o
Q
X
©
8

Ratio

0.1
0.09|
0.08
0.07]
0.06]
0.05
0.04

0.03---

0.02

0.01

1.0

=

0.95!

1072

10 1 10 0?
rack ref. point r (crr]D

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
3.007
%.006

0.005

0.004

icategyatevs

0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

o
o
!
H

[ """" "" """"""

o
fos)
[

0'2-_....+.+. .........................................
8 | : :
0: “ﬂ:r qr: . :
107 10. 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

Fake rate vs

~0.05

9

t
D
DéM:o_ngmal‘lO 0
DOM_fitted4_T000evt

M_original_orl maltvector_luuuevt
ev

.045

©
50.04

X
B

0

Ratio

025+ FRRPRPRS :

0.02F----- Beeeeesd e

0.015 I

0.01----- FRPRRRY | R i R

0.008f -+ vherererii oo nien i b
l‘: | NP B
G5 SEPRRRRERRRRRR |1 {1111 13K 111 KA feeeee
JE— - SEPRPRERE -

.035)

0.03

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~0.05¢

> F : : : : : . : :

8,045 rri e bbb

£ R I

'(7)0.045—

B.035F- -+

3 E o

©0.03F+

) F o

6.025F

0.0+

0.0185F -+

0.0+

0.005F++ .

g b ELELEE ELEL LI

T SERR- 8 3 1 2 B Y B o 0 O R Y B
8 6 4 20 2 4 6 8 10

[ L
o

~ 0.01
2]
.009
B.008
%)
9.007
Qo
9.006
e}
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

QF

Ratio

o
2]
T

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 0

e

0 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

2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


