[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

- e A .

fakerate vs r

S S ST

1

(W SR Froeeeenens RRTRRATS. TR

TN —

Ratio

0.95C

0—2

1 0?
track ref. pomt r (crrll)

Y

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

~ 0.0
009
008
007

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o
o
()]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.007

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

Ratio

0.95L :
1072 107"

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

pileup rate vs r

S D s

o
fos)

o
fe))

0.4

[ Fake

rate vs

— 3@' E&EEE 1[?_ %é/‘; t-50000t

o
fos)

fakerate vs z

0.4

0.2

Ratio

H

0550

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

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

1

o
fos)

fakerate vs Sim. PV z
I
[e)]

o©
P

0.2

09557215 -10 5 0 5

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

NO 02r

3 N S W
ST SRR SORUE SN S N L
0 H H H H H
B01aF bbb
% R A |

T TS NTL TSNS SR S |
© F . | H N N
0.00F----h-eee oo ey SR
Y0 SRS (NSO SO S |
0,008 +++++-5eee i eeeenneedin i
0.004f kool
0.002f----------+ | SRR ARRTRRE: ALTEEN EETTEE
A I Ll i i
o +WF .
I E :
Y 1:— -----------------------------------------
0.95F - -eecheneee | EETEEERRRRE RN AR
0ok

10 0 10 20

30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

n 0.01
>
.009
5.008
$.007
o
©.006
)
£.005
(&)
9004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001]

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

1.0

Ratio

H
T
1
[

0.950—

8

10

Sim. PV z (cm)

ate

=

plleup

0.15F

0.05F- -1+

Ratio

£35% 200 T T T O
9 0 R e

L

03 :
0.25
0.2

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

=T)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.8
0.7Fi
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.;

10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

50 -15 -10 -5 0 5



	Contents
	Page 1


