[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

0.8

0.7

0.6

fakerate vsr

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

Ratio

0.95L

1072

Fake rate vs

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cn%)O

[ 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

FIIT[ T T[T [ TT T [ TT I [ TT T [ TT T T [ TTT T 17T T

——

1.0

1071

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

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

0.6

0.2

o P P

0.8~

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens R IR 18

Lwr\- TR | TR | L e | TR
snvennancunnrevrera 110001 N S
*:"TTTTTTTTTETTTTT”TTTT]
0.9:- . N !
1072 107

§§M ﬁ

'ET'%“?EH

o ST
S F H H H H
. L : : : :
s b i Do
¢ 0.8f------ B T e I
8 : : : :
(OX:] ERPRS PRPPRPS RRRRRRS RRRRRRE: SRPPPRRS 2% AP
(0] SR S boreeeednen e N R
02bnd #Hﬂ ST O |
- : " %eﬁb
OMQ-""i'"i""""i""""
kS : : ; ;
£ 1 A
re--o-= 5 S |||||| " -
093—=20 -10 0 10 20

30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-.0.45
€
o 04

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

B

}

0.95%

=20 15 lO

5 10 Jb 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

-5

N

0.2

2
2018
£0.16
3
£0.14
=
50.12

0.1

0.08
0.06)
0.04F
0.02

0.95 H i i

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.05

>
50.045
£
50.04
%.035
o
©0.03
[}
9.025
[&]
£0.02
=}
9.015

0.0

0.005

Ratio

) L LAY LAl L LT LR L

;.UC""'i""i""i""'""""'
.4 L £
09— & 101520

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

IR AR
4

02 b

T

l l“HH}::::::::::HHH“I |
-10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

- gon

=20

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

o
[ee]
I
g
%
H
i
%
*

o
o
[

A N S R S

0.95°

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

ZO 15 10



	Contents
	Page 1


