[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

o
o)
[

I
IS
!

I=----ee--- [EEEEEEEEERD 1r o e e e s

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
T
——

Fake rate vs

2
. pomt r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
4
2.045
S
=0.04
[
®.035
e
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

...........

...........

Q

Ratio

150 ---1-

H---4 4

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

0.5

1072

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

| R i n e

S eI

oo gl |
oab ............ T

02f e i

e

roved
improved

0.8

fakerate vs z

|

0.6+

0.4ff -3

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

5 b AT TR A 318 o Sk LS
o - " q
ek 'i“hm#+%:**+x++ﬂ ;S s
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

N 0.0
>
8.0.09
£
0.08
20.07
[0}

©0.06F -+ -
(4]

$0.05
0.04

0.03f+ - F -

0.02
0.0

OF

Ratio

1.2F

il

1.4F ~1

)

I..=

-20

-15 -10

Froeeiees H g
g } +++f*+*+ +'++++ + .
5

15 20
Slm. PV z (cm)

-5

N O 4
2
0.0
€0.08
3
20.07
e
50.06
(o]
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.0

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

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

...........

...........

Ratio

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

...........

...........

Q

Ratio

1.5]

510
Sim.

15 20
PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.2 44

0.8+
0.6}

04|l

J..\.O 1 Ml N ; L
0 O .
N A I H il ;
=30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

S T T S Sk TSI

R

7 RIS NS SR SN SO O

SR T
1—¥T iwaiﬂa ,‘.%-ewﬂg P

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



	Contents
	Page 1


