[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

I T ST ¥

fakerate vsr

2
track ref. pomt r (cn%)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
=~ 0.1
0

>
20.09
©
=0.08
4
©0.07
g
20.06
o

o
o
=
T

e

WLELLL LT
||'[ |
0.95L H "

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

i ottt I
0.8
0.6

0.4f--eeeee Froeeeenens e g
. "y

0050 ; ; ; T
1 0?

1072 107

e — E%M H QI‘HQ”EH

~ 0.8

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

fakerate vs

©o o o o
D (%] (] ~J
S

: : L

: g
AN

L e :
i

BT 4

o
W

Ratio

WP

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

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
ﬂ-.0.45
€
o 04

I
O w
w U1

0.25

fakerate vs

I
o 2
01N

T
m

Jl% ,,,ullllll-'-';:
0.95L I

8515 ~10 =50 é 6~ 1520
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ll

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~0.05
>
00.045
£
»0.04
$.035
&
©0.03
[%]
$9.025
o
50.02
>
©.015
0.01
0.005

+ o

Fudil]

0.95L - L E | ; =
=20 15 10—5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

T S R S S
T T e .
0.4F------ FEEEE '{10'5 """" : """" : """" ] %{!M—%

7 AR SRS SRS SR R S

o T0 20
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

A SR HEE S S S S

o

o

0 =15 =10 =5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


