[ Fake rate vs vertpos

fakerate vs r
o
[ee]
f

o
o)
|

o
iy
!
L
%

o
N
T

I=--eeeeees A rtttTTTTRTYTTY

&

Ratio

0.95

1072

1 2
. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

"
2

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

[ Fake rate vs

SRl A

N 0.5

fakerate

Q.25 -+ ++-heeeeees

0
oisE i
1NN N
0.0+ +:-*- ----- A

...........

...........

Ratio

T
"
-

;.G:""!""!""I I| .!.
T CULTRR SOORI £ 1 [ {REEEEy i\ SCERRRSPTER

0

10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fake rate vs.sim PV z

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25

o
N

T

0.1
0.05

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)

| éﬁﬁ%%‘%‘&

O TETIE ST
U Rt St SOl S

~ 0.0%

[

$.009
% 008
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicates

TRESL055

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

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

Ratio

=10 0 10 2

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

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

b

~ 0.01p :
> E :
20.009F- 5
%008 | ;
9.007F :
1] E :
©.006F - {+ -
[9] E :
$.005F 4 -4
[&] E :
2.004F- i .
] F :
9.003F--
0.002F
0.001-
i) <0
5
o

1

0._%-0 —I8 -6 _I4

20 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07

)
.009
9.008
o
.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001}

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

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

Ratio

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

n 0.0
>
%0.009
%.008
9.007
3
©.006
o
2.005
9.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


