[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

= [EEEEEEEEEEE (o S RREEEELCEEEEEEEEEE

fakerate vs r

0.8 Feepee]ep e e fonnnnnnnnes

IR | IR RTIT
i) .
=
a4 1 O e
0.95] B ot O O A
T . + -

0.9
1072 107

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
009
008
007
@ 006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

licatesyatevs

0.001

Ratio

0 ;
1072 107

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (crrll)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0
4

$.009
%
2.008
>
3.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

0.5

Fake rate vs

tor nnn (Wil
o1 —

BRTKZ3. %%%GR?SIJTUERs 1000evt

N 0.5:
Q0 ack : : : : :
20.45:— """ P SRERERES SRRRLEEE fooeees e
S 0.4F ; : - ' R
o 0'4:_ ------ gttt : * """" L .
5 F . ! :
80.35 P : BRI SIS
o L
0.25F -+ ekeenne AR AERS . 10111 SO o
E : : : of :
177 SRR SRR 211 S 1 S
0.15F e affl e i
0 SEPPPIFRPIPRY o RORE . ... I
T R £ TORT S
S T I T AP T B
S N 111 THE 1T
g 1055— ..............
1;— :n e
0.95F : IRy 1

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

0.4
£0.35

fakerate vs Sim
o
w

0.250F---1 L3
0.2F--
0.158-F
0.15---
4 R16 IR S 1 S

o +WBF
3 E
o 1 - R -
0.95F - -H- - FA- b= - R -3 -

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

1§
Lo
o

N 0.0
Q 009
B.008
%)

9.007
O
3.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

QF

Ratio

0.5

83050 -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 40 20 0 20 40 60

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0F—— . : : .
o E : : : : :
L e RS SR SUE B
B.008F -+ i eereer e
Q E H H H H H
D007+ wheesbeeesbe b
a E . . . . .
R e S SUIE S S
0.00Bf++++++Fewee+ IR R SIRIR frenes
L Peoees e e feeees
R
S S S
0-0012‘ """ poee poee P o e
o G
5
[hd

B0 =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.0%

>
2.009
5.008
9.007
o
®.006]
o
3.005E-
3.004
0.003
0.002

0.001 : : : : !
q...i...i...i...i...i...

Ratio

e

%0 =40 20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


