[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

0.8

fakerate vs r

0.3F

0.2F

0.1

) S S SRS S
U S SRR S |
0.5F

0.4F

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~0.02p
4 E
D.018F

@, o
*D.016F
Q o
®.014F -
3 E
B.012F -
(=] o B
0.01-¢ -t
0.008F+ - {1}
0.006f% - 1H{FF
0.004} -- {784
0.002ff -1

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

[&

1072

2

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

—
4
>
)
2
<
2
Q.
>
2
o

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

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

2

4
3
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

N 0.2p

1

E“::_L: o AR
5 A

-20 =15 -10

50 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

B

~ 0.02
[
D.018
9.016
)
2.014
=]
012
(o]

0.0

0.008F-{---HHHE - M Ay b4

0.006
0.004
0.002

S
}gﬁITOLDSAMPLE-reIf

Ratio

1.4
1.2|1
il

0.8

G_"""""'

-30

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

=20

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
> E
20.009E

] o
2.004F
2.004¢

2.003F -+
0.002F--+
0.001--

% 0o8f
9.007F-
o) E
©.006---
(7] -
9.005F

4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

-2 0 2

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

010 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0o

FRVS)

it

0.95°

0 =15 -10

5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


