[ Fake rate vs vertpos | [ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos | [ Pileup rate vs vertpos |
= 0.0%

.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" "" """"""

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.6

duplicajessatevs

---------- 0.4

0.2

10F

Ratio

=

N

e

¥
Ratio
Ratio

X SRR Foeeenaennd e e

oL ;

ot 1 10, 0? 1072 1071 0? 10~

track ref pomtr(cm

— i V] Ul IIClI bl. lLUdl Ild Ul'IIUVV UTITT

—_— _i “hewgeom
Fake rate vs E§ —Pasql step Z‘bar oy saeslenenv%v S
0.8 : - - - ~ 0.0
r N N N N N %]
OO FOPOOON DOV NN 9-009
o E E E E $.008
0.6~ Feeees e R R e
r : . : : : .007
R T S | A 006
0.4F-----wbeeeees CERRREE SRR L e oo 0.005
R R AT L e 0004
0.003]
0.002

; : : 0.001
l-G_""!""!'"'!""!""!"" q
SRR -

Fro [ R
08fF------ Lo BT R S 0.5 ------ Feeneees PREEEERE SREREEEE SRECTTTESEETTEE E
I 11 L | E 0.9

0.6F------ EREEEEE b [LERatt || & EEEEEEE A RS : : : : : F : : ! : :
-30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 =30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 08520 10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm) track ref. point z (cm)

&

0.8

0.7

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

0.6

fakerate vs z

pileup rate vs z

0.5

duglicates

------ e e e Y

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

0.3

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

0.2F-wrrrieeeees g 0.2

(K| SRR S 0.1

T =
A

J.G-:IIII

Ratio
Ratio
Ratio

Fake rate vs. simPVz | [ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z | [ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
0.8

NOBg———T————————————" ~ 0.0], N
E [ : : : : : : : : : > E
= 07H 20.009 - 07
® o F 5.008 =

0.6H o 0.6
SR 9.007 g
2 050 2 Q
g 05 ©.006 g 05 e Nt
2 : ) o N B = O R PR T I
8 04 $.005 R i = S B 2Rl Tl < F A i F

2 : Hias c

(&)
3.004
=}
9.003
0.002
0.001

03 SO .= O S0 A0 LI 4 O 0 10

0.2

0.1 01F--

JLJsl
i sl

1OF
S L
e S £
) S T 0.9+ HA T iR - B

= = C ; ; H H ; Y] U I I O O S e I O S
-10 -8 -6 —4 2 O 2 4 6 8 10 %60 —40 20 0 20 40 60 -10-8 6 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm) Sim. PV z (cm)

1.2

Ratio
ey
Ratio

0.8F-




	Contents
	Page 1


