[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

— 0.5 ”

4 .

P Y ERRar: EXEPRIPRE: e

© :

Q 04 - gt

X .

S :

03B e e
VK PR SLet] SERLE: [ETRT fooeeeenes

0.25

o O_""‘ | ...!
T LGE A Mg
o |
1 R e

0.84—=
1072 101

1
track ref.

1 2
pgint r (crrjl)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

Q

el

duplicates rate vs r
o
[*2]

Ratio

0
1072

10 1 10 0
track ref. point r (crrll)

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8,

0.7

0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1F

10l f |

138 - A-FFp-----F----- -\ ...........

1 Tl NP0 00 RN . -
10

—_—

Fake rate vs

E%M ”'i,filrﬁgﬁé"“ilf

~n0.05
2]
D.045
©
50.04
X
$8.035
0.03
0.025
0.02)
0.015]
0.01
0.005]

Ratio
I
N

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~0.05
>
.045
£
'(7)0.045— H
B.038F- -
o
©0.03F
Q o
6.025F
0.02F
0.015
0.0
0.005F

1.4]
1.2

Ratio

i

I
=
o

NE
oF

~ 0.0
2]
9.009
B.008
%)

9.007
O
3.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

e

Ratio

0.5

............................. T
______________________________ T
........................... R
...I....I....I.

H

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

Ratio

12 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.8fwreerkereees
0.6~ "o
O

0.2+ beeeeit

10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.2

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


