[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

1

0.8

fakerate vs r

0.6

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0.95C

0—2

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
0.007

Ratio

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Fake

EI R

rate vs

'T‘F— %é\; t-50000t

fakerate vs z

0.4

0.2

Ratio

0.95

-io 6 102030
track ref. point z (cm)

—20

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

o
fos)

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
I
[e)]

o©
P

0.2

K ROt N

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

10 5 0 5

~ 0.0]
2]
9.009
B.008
%)

9.007
O
3.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

1.0

Ratio

B
T T

095, -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.01

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

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

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

1.0

Ratio

B
T

1]
W

0850 2 4 6 8 10
Sim. PV z (cm)

ate vs z

up

0.18F

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

~ 0.7

>
80.09

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


