[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.4 o emeees Beeeeeenihs

0.2 oo R A

0.6 oo b S

; | e . e
> r . . N

2 L

© - N N .

C 08F--ceeee- N | .
2 Oor o : :

EOL e | -

- L

Ratio

02

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

P P S S
0.8 oo e S A A

S T
T éﬁﬁiq*

Y N B £ 1 L/

duplicates rate vs r
T
——

o=
-
L =, -
L - .
P . :
0.2 e e L R

=)
=
©
PR ST N R
! ‘"‘<Nh
1T+
H H

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

e D s

4o
RN

AP U 14 A 0 5

pileup rate vs r

U R | N

Ratio

1071

—_— (VITIT

— E§ B
Fake rate vs —_— —m

F%ﬁ@

roved
|mproved

P
S r N
o) - N
s r :
o 0.8 :
X | .
e | E
0.6—|-1
0.4
o.z*—----
Y, IS SIS I PP P
3
x :
Uteogar g - -
0.05 : ; : ; ;
-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

o)

Ratio

i
i
F.oo=tie—...
=

®o-15-10 5 0 5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

; N T LT R
> B .
[0 - N
s - :
o 0.8 :
] o :
T L :
Q L i
S 0.6 1|k
(o] % N
0.4 1]
0.2+
o J“\D-l P Pl IR
2
a4
LT I TPPRPOUOnT /) ) {1 | SR
0983y 20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

duplicates rate vs sim. PV z

0.2

0.1

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

0.95;

pileup rate vs z

. . . b .
¢.\.O""I'_, I....I....I."..I....

Ratio
e
-
z
g

B30 -20 —10 6 To~ 2030
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

0.1

Ja) ....I....I....I....I....I....I....I....

Ratio
|_\I T T

- iﬁm%**“fﬂ(

0.95°

s i 50510 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


