[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

| e A ek

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

[2]

. | |
Q - N

© L

g 08F +$
=

o
()
e
&+
=

I
IS
!
'
H

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
.009
.008]
.007

o duplicaiessate-ys

.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

.006F-

»

T [T T T T[T IO T[T [ TT T T[T T[T T[Tt

Ratio

02

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

—
4
>
)
2
<
2
Q.
>
2
o

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

%Quad_RECO
Faup

ECO

fakerate vs z

Ratio

300 —20 -10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

~ 0.5
> : : : : :
BQ.ABE+-ovsh e

£ : : : : :
o 0.4 p p + """" o

o

O w

w U1
T
—+
.

fakerate vs

0.25

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

o
>
H
4
T

0.15 b f
O R SRRRTE STREE PR PRRLs
0.0BF |- errerreresenesrdiene e

S A |

B0 5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

Ratio
T

0.02

auglices Fatey's z

©
o

T

0.008
0.006
0.004

018F -
016
014F--
012F--|--§

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

...........

20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.0
>
30.009

%).008

9.007F---
]

®.006

[%]
%).005

(&)
2.004
=)

B.008F -+ |:

0.002
0.001

—420246810

%55-8 =6

Sim. PV z (cm)

pileup rate vs z

Ratio

0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2

0.1

LQ_U.

30 =20 =10 0 10 20 30

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs. sim PV z |

plleup rate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


