[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

o
o)
[

I
IS

SR

©
©
!

*
N

1

10 0?
track ref. point r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos

— 0.0
g
2.009
g
:0.008
[
®.007
e
2.006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

TR TT T[T [ TT T[T T [TIT T[T [ IT T [ TTTT[roTe

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

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.

0.8L

| SEEEEEEEEES """""" "":"’ """""

0.8[----eo- e S I:

(]
™
-
-
ey
¥
P

| RS S — e

P USROS SO X

._\
]
—_——

—=—1
=
Pl -,

—_g— N
——
—— L
—=
“=
paes
==

e
—_—
N

0.9F

Fake rate vs

Vi

— EgM E“ET e

0.8ff -+

fakerate vs z

0.6 1Al v

oaf-| |

0.2fF{4

Itea - - - wov-a-----

S oo -

Ratio
-

al

!
e

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
D-.O.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

0.25F -+ -

o
N

0.1
0.05
J..G:II

Ratio

1.2F
1.1F

l-

-20 15 lO

—5

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%

[
$.009
$.008
)
29.007
o
2.006
T
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

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

=6 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0

>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

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

1.0

B
T

7o 4
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

=100 200 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

S T T SR S S S

0.9F

00 =510 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


