[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

1.

[
T PO OSSR {1 ER S T
o :

Ratio

0.

Fake rate vs

1 - ++

- """ e ' """"""
(0 Rt SRht! [ELEEE-EERERERIED fonnnnnnnnes

ry

il
%},, ] [1E
FLT T
o5t LLl =l 1L

1072 101

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0

009
008
007
_§006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
D00

licatesyatevs

Ratio

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01
g
#.009
©
2.008
>
3.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

0.5

~ 0.5
~0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3]
0.25
0.2
0.15)
0.1
0.05)

fakerate vs

Ratio

tor
tOT—

BRTKZ3. %%%GP@UTUERs 1000evt

s

Z10 0

1020 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

o
N

£0.35

0.25
0.2
0.15)
0.1
0.05

Ratio

fakerate vs Sim
o
w

1.

E AT TR TR T
o B | . B
IS @1 VI HTTETIN

E | s
95F -+ Fof - HA- T B R
°%0 15 -10 :

5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.0

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

Q= ' e ' e ' e ' e ' e

Ratio

0.5

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

%0 =40 20 0

~ 0.0]

p e
o A A A S
$.008F-----t-eeee e Feeenees AIRTRRE SRRRE feenee
=3 . . . . .
T R et SRS S SR
o . . . . .
R S S A
S A S
R A At St S
e e s e
S R A AR
R SN S S

Ratio

=20 =10

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

~ 0.01
>
2.009
5.008
9.007
o
®.006]
o
3.005E-
3.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

? SUUESUUS FUULUUTS S0 T

05f--e--- Feeenes RN CRRRPRE RRRPRPRS RRRPRPS

0

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


