[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

| T T g

................

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
f

o
o)

I
IS

o
N

Ratio

frack

3 =

1 2
ef. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.05
4

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs r

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

Ratio

ROMMRET—TForigimat
(earermevs] —— BRH-HEIH- e S0t
Fake rate vs —mkEit-TT—JanUpdate-syst
0.1¢ Gre g
z I : : : : Z E z I
e F . o 0-09% @ b |: b
© : : : : : © E © : : : : :
@ 0.8f-{ffr--ee ERRRIEEE RRRREREE e ; o 0-08F 0.8 {-ffr----- Beeeeee RRRREREE
=< : : : : : Q E s : : : : :
8 < 0.07F 3] :’
: g0 = LI
0.6~ {-}t3 £0.06¢ 0.6 Mt :
2 F
0.05F !
0.4 -{-BET 0.04;— 0.4]-
0.03F
o2k 0.02F 0.2+ Z
- 0.01- - :
o Op-y o & ° IH
E ES‘ 5 8 ~-|- -2decad
R TR e &
1 ] : 1 I o8f : - : : :
-30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 20 30 08520 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

Sim. PV z (cm)

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~0.05
> -
30,045+ oo
£ T
70.04
%$.035
g
©0.03 S R S
0 -
$.025F koo
o T
20.02 :
> O
D.015F - -Feop ook
0.01
0.005

J.-G:
1
:
0.9F
08!

Ratio

PR

0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

&6 =15 =10 -5

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
0.8

0.7
0.6

0.5

0.4

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.3

0.2

Ratio

0.95F -+ -k - -1

[|:

AR L ‘?*W*#Hs
=20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


