[ Fake rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.8

0 o

> E : : :

g 0T S S
Q o : . .

X . e s LN S
< 0.6 : : :

0.5F -+ veees FRTITPRREE RTPPIRPPORY TRCTR S

I

O3 pr A P

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

0.2

1072 107 1

10 0?
track ref point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.
4
20.09
S
=0.08
13
%0.07
e
20.06
o
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Ratio
ey

1072 107

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

??WakRNF

~ 0.2
Q E : : : : :

QOABp
2F : : : : :

Ll U S Rk A SR A
P4 o . . . . .

80,14t ERRRRE RN e {
0.12%---- :
S S
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02F--

woena =318 T

it *wi?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ--

Lyt _.__%____.;f...ﬂ _______ gyl

300 io 6 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5

oI5 =i =505 1615 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

N o 05
3) 045
£0.04
)
2.035
e
50.03
T
0.025
0.02 :
0.0158 - -} -
0.016f--:
0.005H[{-- {4

Fad

o

Ratio

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

30 =20 -10 0 1
track ref. point z (cm)

~0.02—
> o N
20.018F -
%.016F 1
D.014F- {2
o :
©.012F |
2 ookl
£ 0.01F-3
[S] L .
%.008F - {+
> N .
0.006F 1[5
0.004F {5
0.002f

Ratio

e B 2 o e
-10-8 6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

3020 —10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |
~ 0.0
>
20.009
%.008
$.007
]
©.006
o
H.005
®.004
0.003
0.002
0.001--

q_...

Ratio

%60 =40 20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


