[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

I=--eeeeees [ L

i
T T

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

.009
.008
.007
.006

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

- 05

1072 10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)
A Arioe o 14

[ Fake rate vs

SIpAnTy
VI
Y,

fakerate vs z

Ratio

tﬁl&‘l_ﬁ’l

1—--IIIIIlIII--- ------- EERREY '-W
IR

A S S S
T et s s S S
e S S S S

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

OS50 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

R A A
R i S S

0.6

04t

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

Ty

it

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

0.95;

0.03
009
008
007
006
D.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

uglicatesateys z

;T%}gﬁgégg—lgé{l%bf

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

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

q

Ratio

30 =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
20.009
5.008
%.007
o
©.006
[}
£.005
(&)
2.004
=}
9.003
0.002

0.001
q

Ratio

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

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

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

123 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.18F

ate vs z

¥/ 20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~n 0.2
> [
0.0.18F

m
R Camyenee

0955715 -10 0 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


