[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.2
g
00.18
IS
©0.16
X
<
0.14
0.12
0.1
0.08
0.06]
0.04

0.02F

it

1.0

Ratio

0.95

1 R S L [
L
H H

0.9
1072

1 2
rack ref. pgint r (crrll)o

[ Fake

355& i

rate vs

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
3.007
%.006

0.005

0.004

icategyatevs

0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.01
g
#.009
©
2.008
>
3.007
o
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

0.5

~ 0.2
4
90.18
]
50.16

< F
£0.14F

0.12
0.1

0.08F
0.06f

0.04
0.024

ol

1.

Ratio

0.95]

100 0 10 20 30

0.9

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2r

L LR L L LI ELILIL I N IR L |

10
Sim. PV z (cm)

:

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

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

n 0.01
>
.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
9004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001]

QF

2

© [

e r
0.5

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 0

~ 0.0]

0 : : : : :
T S S AR
$.008F-----t-eeee e Feeenees AIRTRRE SRRRE feenee
Q H H H H H
T S T AT

r:(J)-.006
0.005]
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

q

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Pileu

p rate vs.sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>

5.009
5.008
$.007
o

.006

Q.
D.005F

F.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Ratio

0.5

QF

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

20 0



	Contents
	Page 1


