[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vsr

I=--eeeeees A T

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.05
2
D.045
©
=0.04
(O]
©.035
g
20.03
o
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005

q

Ratio

05

0
1072

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

n
+

0.95 [l
1072

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

o +% :
IS ;
x LT
098 2 ;‘1
10~ 10™ 1
track ref. pomtr(crrl\)
Fake rate vs | —— E§

EiSiETh :&ﬁtﬁtiﬁgl SRS

0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3
0.2
0.1

Y| S

Ratio

0.95L

®™0 =20 -10

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

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

0.8
0.7
0.6

0.5

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

N 0.2
> o
a.0.18¢
c C
50.16:—

.............................................
: -
.............................................
-------
] ] ]
H

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10

N

[
>0.45

ate

=

plleup

0.5

0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25]

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

N

>
o

0.5
0.45]

S T
= TlflJrT T:E:::::
300 | LT
:M ____ Eoi
30 AT T T A
2L
osf L)

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


