[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fake rate vs

0.4

0.2

——

. |

0.95!
1072

10 0?

1 10
track ref point r (cm

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

= 0.02 : : :
018+ ------o- Fereneneesed ATTRRIRERE feenenees
.016F : : ;
014fF

@ D
o
=
N

Ratio

licatesyatevs

0.01F
0.008
0.006F
0004;
0.002F

&

0.95
1072

-=JJ||H111U11| 2o il
T "||“[IIITHII 1

1071

1 1
track ref. pgint r (crrll)0

2

20.07
o

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

= 0.
g
©0.09
s
20.08
>

0.06]
0.05
0.04

—
=
o=
o
o=
-
oo
==
—
=

=R

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.4

0.2

evt

ijié‘l nglgé..d{vm. to06eTT

L

-0 0 10 20 30

09530

=20
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

o
fos)

o
o)

o©
P

o
N

1

e

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5

~0.05
2]
D.045
€0.04
%)
9.035
RS
50.03
©
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

Ratio

1.0

09577

10 010 20
track ref. point z (cm)

e
U s L
2
4

-20

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05
>
20.045
£
'U—-,O.O4
$.035
o
©0.03
)
£.025
o
£0.02
=)
9.015

0.0 -5+ o ymen doowem 3o

E i

Sim. PV z (cm)

10 15 20

30

N R T T T P
o+ : : : :
5] :| ;
[hd ELLL K

0_95'| : ; ; ; ;

=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs.

sim PV z |

~ 0.05

>
00.045F

€. F

i 0.04F

9.035
[¢]

SR U FUOTLTOUSE FOOULTOUSE NOOVLIOUNE OO0

T

& Fo L |l:lJ_1u1||Ji:| |J_| e 1
1: |IEIHIIHIII;]||’|‘:

0.95%

=20

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

15 -10 5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


