[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

-

0.8+

fakerate vs r

0.6

0.4 14

0.2

° 1\.@\% .‘}... ul PRI | TR | IR EITT

= : é :

4 " T o et e oot atoae atae- - - e e os
0.95H - - - - ¥ CEETETP PR S RLLETEEEPEETETE

0.9

1072 107

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
009
008
007
@ 006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

licatesyatevs

0.001

Ratio

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.05
g
®.045
® : : :

o 0.04f---------- preseneseses rennnenes drenenenenes
> : : :
.0358----+- LT e P SETTILILIE
o . . .

0.025f++++- Preeeeee RERREERE e
0.02 : ' :

0.015
0.01

0,008+~ s

0.0+ Beceeneead oo fooeeeenes

Fake rate vs

EgM UII Illdltgg]gélld{\,e{’[u' J.UUUl:'Vl
nocpe evt

1

fakerate vs z

O

0.2 e epeeseesbofo i

Ratio

i

0.95]

0 50 -10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

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

1

o
fos)

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
I
[e)]

R R s R

o©
P

o
N

TE R P
o F . .
I .
o F ; 5 ]
N R
R e w8

Sim. PV z (cm)

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

QF

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

n 0.01
>
.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
9004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001]

Ratio

0.5

QF

%0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

40 20 0

Ratio

2100

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.05
>
00.045

E

i 0.04 e
D.035F- -2
o :
©0.03F--

<}
3 O
T T T

=F
N
[0 S R
N
(¢,



	Contents
	Page 1


