[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

e D s

fakerate vs r

1Y ISR e SR

ol

Ratio

0.95
1072 0_1 0?

track ref. pomt r (crrll)

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0

009
008
007

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o
o
()]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001 : : .
Ot

. ] _:xi,‘._ T 7k

*

Ratio
#

0 ;
1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cr%)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

Ratio

S D s

8 2000050 TS OO SO

luu-
Fake rate vs E

C-a"r

0

s

o
o
T

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

fakerate vs z

e o

T SRS RS S N s

IS I WY 1717
I T T S :";*:,**‘#*#
ot .*.*.?.t”*ﬂ#ﬁ ....... - #}".* ...... -

POV OO OO WY & NOVT SO

0.

N

HiN
I

Ratio

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

~ 0.5

>
8.0.45

o
N

fakerate vs Sim
o
w

0.25

0.15)

o . Fooviliaaady
= 5
(U o .
x F +IT
I=---r Ak
L 3 o
i
4
)

09557215 -10 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.0

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

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

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

'y

1. OF

Ratio
Ly o
W
Py
13
by
+
L
¥

RN DR LG e B B R R EEEEEE
0.95F - b4t -F bAoA e
F 5 5 EF 0 | N

%6 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.

A
s " (At Vo S S

(o2}
e
e

S i

0 20 10010 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8

0.6~

. A s S S AR A s

o e

7 NS RS SN R VN SO

0.95%

n
+

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



	Contents
	Page 1


