[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

il

©
©

fakerate vs r

o
o)

I
IS

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0

.009
.008]
.007
.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

auplicajessatevs

Ratio

0.5

F
1072

2

[ Pileup

rate vs vertpos |

N
% =
2 L
(] -
o
© L
°
o 0.8
S
I}
o

0.4

Ratio

: 4 : :
06—#%+##++§%+ ......... ...... e

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

4 g Tl
............................. E T S
+ !
+
* -+

N

%]

>

o 0.7

o

Q

X

e
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.

R=l

3

x

—30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
>
L’l-.0.45
IS
o 0.4

I
O w
w U1

fakerate vs

o Of
T 4
D: L

Jf

Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%

‘ h.gﬁ%gggm%E%STOLDSAMPLEJE!M

.009
.008
.007
.006]
.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

Sdatey’s

oauglicate

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

q

Ratio

0.5

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

0.8

0.7

0.6

pileup rate vs z

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

|
!
g} -

Ratio
=

0.8

0.6f

——

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

L LD L SRR
______ HH‘*H

oqd
g
0 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup

rate vs. sim PV z |

1_

0.8

0.6

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0.8f

0.6f

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

10 15 20



	Contents
	Page 1


