[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

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

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

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

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.01
g F
£.009F
g F
p.008F
o F
®.007F
e E
3.006F
N
0.005F
0.004F
0.003F
0.002E
0.001F

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

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

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

Ratio

0.5

e

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

—
4
>
)
2
<
2
Q.
>
2
o

0.6

1

L 4
0.8

2

—_——
—_—
—_—

Fake rate vs

= R

MISW CKkfBUSO—REC
e
W—Scmo +dup RECO

~ 0.5
ek
2045

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

0.5’

ceben
———
=% L

10 20 30

230 -20 =10 0

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

N 0.2
> o N
0.0.18 :

£

'(7)0.16
20.14
[0}

©0.12F -+
2L Eo
S 0.1--
0.08F--FF-- 4+
0.06F "+ R =
0.04F---
0.02F-

“—

Ratio

0.8

et

1-

0-8 6 4-20 2 4 6 8 10

-1

Sim. PV z (cm)

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

...........

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

Ratio

o0

10 20 30

Bo—=50 =100

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplic

ates Rate vs sim PV z |

~0.02—
> F
3(_).018_— :
%.016F
9,014 -
I c o

©.012F

8 o
z 0.01-

o o :
£.008F- -
= Eo:|:
0.008F - 3
0.004f---
0.002f---

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

Ratio

o0sf

M08 6 -4-20 2 4 6 8 10

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.95E

0

930

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

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

o
©

o
o

o
IS

0.2

1

®0 5 0 5 10

15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)




	Contents
	Page 1


