[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

fakerate vs r

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

o
HIS

Pa\ P | P MR

Ratio
r
&

L1l

.—:%—

0.95!

1072 107

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.01
009F-
oosE-
007E
_% 006E-

0.008F -+ -
0.004F
0.003F
0.002F
3

licatesyatevs

4t I b
0.95 T TITAES : :
0.9 : ; ;

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

0.2

i i """""" ' """"""
Y ISt NS SR :

i i, * : :
1, AR o) SRR AN—

e e | ;

o J..kﬁ_ L |||||||! L] L |||||||! L
g
@ [ : 117

1 J'-:;#;H-T, """""""""""

0.95!

1072

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

Fake rate vs

BRTKZ3. %%%GR?SIJTUERs 1000evt

0.8
0.7

0.6F------ beoeeees Loeennnd oo eeaeann K.

i

fakerate vs z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.

N
I

|“lll|u§ull|”|| 'm'

e

085 Ao 10

|

Ratio

=
T

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

o LW o b T
s b T
- _m:_| [l

5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~0.05 . .
T T
80.04fF-----heeeeee e CRRREEE efee feeeenns
0 . . . . .

B.035 b D
2 E : : : : :
O S e A 0| A SR
= r . . . .
0,025+ fresben et T EE RPN
0.02F s sheee e Dot
L 00 S SR AL R
0.0+ b e
0.005f -+ + -------- R  ERRT TR
nE....l....h ’+|
J..W_ ] ] [] N
e IS

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

=0

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

F *' + s

:++o- -
n....I....I....I....I....I....

1.0 * * 4 *

-4 S (A R

Foge | [l dat [t

I ¥ - ¥

Bl T TE

L L L

i

10 15
Sim. PV z (cm)

30

20

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

10 20

100
track ref. point z (cm)

0 30

[ Pileu

p rate vs.sim PV z |

1

b
©

o
2}

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


