[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

Ratio

Fake rate vs

il

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

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

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

1072

107
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0%

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

duplicajessatevs

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

Ratio

0.5

oL H
1072 107

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

1

o
©
[

pileup rate vs r

o
)

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

0.4 | RSP PR
0.2 I
n- 1 1 |||i ]
o 0 .
2 :
@

E—— EgM U“ “m {SGEHE

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.8

i ep

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

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

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

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

=10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

] SRR RSN S S T -
o
e A S N
0.4F oo e e e
S S N
0.2F- - beeeee # ...... 1 S
0| ot

PO SO & S R AR I S S - f R SR
1_ i+ : g :h_ -----------
o e T 0

Sim. PV z (cm)

NOOJ.

%]

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

duglicates

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

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

Ratio

=60 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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

~ 0.5
[

~0.45
= 04
0.35
0.3
0.25]

ate

p||eup

e [

—i

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.5
ﬂ>-_0.45—

_..;-_:
T 2T

- |-

il

-10-8

PR ANH
—6 4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


