[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

fakerate vs r

0.6

0.4

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

Ratio

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

0.95:
1072

1 1 2
rack ref. pgint r (crrll)o

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
007

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o
o
()]

o
o
o
a1
T T I e e e
ISR AR RARAY LLALY LR LALEN LR LLAL

"""" L v'""""""E""""""‘E"""""'
L] ol i
N N S

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r
T
]

0.2+ B .

i A [

......

it b ||
0.6 +H

) R m— el

Ratio

[ Fake

rate vs

R

1

0.8

fakerate vs z

0.6

0.4

0.2

T e P EEEEEN
.........................................

Ratio

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~N 0.2

>
80.18

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.0%
o F
.009F
B.008F
0 o
%.007E
o E
8.006F
S E
0.005E
0.004F
0.003f
0.002F
0.001

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

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

Ratio

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

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]

Ratio

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

10 1 2 3 45
Sim. PV z (cm)

N T preg—

Shol
0.6 ---------- R .......
AP SRR -
331
L

®0 20 -10 0 10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

R A I

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


