[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

[ 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 |

i T

0.8f--eeeee RPN

pileup rate vs r

o.z;t+

o g';* """""" """"""

Ratio

T

0.
1072 107

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

= W g‘wf‘ 8%?%@%&%@“

N~ 0.1

E4 : E E
QOOF
© . : !
50.08----- prenenes

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

Eo.mi— ------ R F i S
0.08f -+ eeeeb fHE B e
ool
0.04f -+ 14 1 LR -
003t A
s 0 T . O
0.0TF---+ e ] SR S
ok l l l ol i

[ Fakeratevs.simPVz |

track ref. point z (cm)

0 10 200730

faki
o
i
I T P P A P e T T

Ratio

s

'-420246810

Sim. PV z (cm)

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

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |

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

Ratio

0.5

q...

=20 0 20 40 60
Sim. PV z (cm)

NO5

2 2045
0.4
20.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

up rate

pil

1.2f

Ratio

0.8k

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

.simPVz]

~ 05
>

20.45
0.4

©
© W
w o

0.25F-- -]

pileup rate vs Sim.

I
N

RT E
0.0+t {:
0.05F-- -

Ratio
=
N

2

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


