[ Fake

rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

o
o)

I
IS

| '"' """" ' """"""

©
©
[

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

Fake rate vs

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs vertpos |

— 0.0
g
2.009
g
:0.008
[
®.007
e
2.006
o
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001]

q

Ratio

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (cml)0

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

— 0.2r
%) L
20.18F1t
© o N N
Q0-16( 1] : :
> o : .
STORPASTEERS 3 & PRPERLEIEE SRRRPPRTIIIECPPPRRPPP
a E : :
01254t -meeeee SRRRPPRTIEIESCPPPRPPPP
0 g HTHI - e e
TS N H
0.08[FH{Hf5-eeeeeeeee- e
0.08F A Hf-m-veeeeeee e
0.04FHHH-o-pfeieeeeeeenes e dreeeeeee
0.02F----eeefetieeennnd e
o QEpppub—on ath it
E b -+ . :
T ekt ‘ -----------------------------------
0.6‘—’0--“- , ...................................
ol L Y

= W g‘wf‘ 8%?%@%&%@“

~ 0.2
¢
90.18
I
50.16
¥4
£0.14
0.12

0.1
0.08F

0.06
0.04

0.02F

Ratio

q'...

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

Ratio

-1

Sim. PV z (cm)

=60 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Dupli

cates Rate vs sim PV z |

~ 0.01
>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001

20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

=0 0

~ 0.2

Ratio

10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileup rate vs.

simPVz]

~ 0.5
> o
2 0.45F o4
0.4F oo

©
© W
w o
[

0.25F

pileup rate vs Sim.

I
N

..........

0,15+ fereieeenioe

0.05

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

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

+0F

Ratio
=

0.8F

0 fii
A

...1l:|....

-10 —8

—6—420246810

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


