[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

Fakerate vs \ ——

0.

0.

0.

0.

0.4

0.

0.

0.9 ; ; ]
1072 10t 1 10 0?
track ref. point crrll)

k-~

Q
O

6

5

3]

2

L USRNSSR S &

fakerate vs z

Ratio

0.

0.

0.4

0.

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0

009
008
007

Ii(;gtegatfbvs

o
o
()]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.007

Ratio

1 1 2
track ref. pgint r (cr%)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

| oEEEEREEEEE [EEEEEEEEEEE e R TEaRRhRERE

Y ISR e SR L

pileup rate vs r

06—++++**¢# ---------- - ----------

) R m— 11 -

7 SRR SRR WO O S

Ratio

1

8|

6]

2

T o A A A [ -
[ L1

L.oooaans 4 L et
I .

AN Peeeens

O =20 -10 0 10

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs. sim PV z

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

I
N

L R RN RN R IR LR R

Ratio

0

o
~

©c o o ©
N w [ B}

o
i

0

09557215 10 5 0 5

10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)

P23 1R99RSUTLIER3 1000evt

~ 0.01
2]
.009
B.008
%)
9.007
Qo
9.006
©
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

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

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

Ratio

%020 -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]

i

Ratio

osf

%535 10 1 2 3 4 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

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

0.8

pileup rate vs z

0.6f 1%

TN

Ratio

05520 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

. A e S S AR R

pileup rate vs Sim. PV z

o LUC....I....I....I....I....I....I....I....
= X ; :
1] [ ; ;
4 i
P=---- ¥ -+ e SRR
1L :
| 13 T

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



	Contents
	Page 1


